June 18, 1898. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 42] 565_ 








ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 
INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 
FOR SEA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
Fumps, £4,000,000. Crams Parp, £38,000,000. 


FIRE. 
INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 
PROPERTY of almost every description, at Moderate Rates. 


LIFE. 
DEATH DUTY POLICIES—Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 


of Probate. parer 
y for Full Prospectus to 
E.R. , HANDCOCK, Secretary. 


THE OLDEST & W. EALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANCE OFFICE. 
THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED. 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000, PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 


Bonps,. MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE, TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 





HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.c. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


IMPORTANT T0 SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtaimed on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E. Cc, 


Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


ALLIANCE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 


Established 1824. Capital, £5,000,000 Sterlin; 
Heap Orrice: BARTHOLOMEW LANE, LOND iN. 

Chairman: RIGHT HON. “ oEP aA 

Loxpow Brancnes: 1, ST. JAMES’S BST., ; CHANCERY LANE, W.C.; 

NORFOLK aT., STRAND; WIGMORE 81 ST.; s "MINCING LANE, E.C. 
Lire AND Fire InsuRANCES AT Moperare Rares, 
Life Policies free from Restrictions, Men Perfect Security and Liberal Bonuses. 
Special forms of —— have been pre; provide for 








rpaymentot of ESTATE DUTIES. 
EASEHOLD AND SINKING FUND POLICIES. 
Full eiajuieat on application. ROBERT LEWIS, Chief Secretary. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 


£ 3,000,000 

£ 390,000 
%1,000,000 
- £11,700,000 


FUNDS 
INCOME - - - . : 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - 
BUSINESS IN FORCE : 


poe PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prortrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 








| Age | ‘Premium | 
| 20 | #17 8%, 


| Age Premium | Age | Premium 


| 20 30 116%), | 40 | #2: ‘£2 10°], 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





~~ ! 


20 yrs. 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. 
| si,199 | $1,438 | £1,724 | £2,067 | 





Duration | 10 yrs. 








Amount of Policy 
Next Bonus as at 31st December, 1901. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


TuE RETIREMENT of Mr. Registrar Warp, well earned as it is, 
will be a source of much regret to practitioners, as removing 
from the registrars’ office an official whose abundant common- 
sense, experience, and courtesy have been greatly appreciated. 
There are few posts in which these qualities are more desirable 
than in that of a Chancery Registrar, whose duties consist 
so largely in applying and enforcing requirements which, in the 
hands of some men of technical bent, are as wachangeable as the 
laws of the Medes and Persians. As — istrar, Mr. 
Warnp’s influence has been of great value. We believe that he 
first entered the Chancery Registrar’ 6 Office in or about 1853, so 
that he can count over forty years’ service. 





Mr. Justice Barnes announced in court oa Tuesday that in 
future the court would adjourn at 1.30, and sit from 2.15 to 
4.15, in order to suit the convenience of the Trinity Masters. It 
would seem desirable that this question of the luncheon hour (or 
portion of hour) should be considered and settled with regard 
to all the courts, and that at least a full hour should be allowed. 
The interval is im t, not merely for the refreshment of the 
bench, counsel, and solicitors, but also as ares) wy opportunity 
for counsel and solicitors to discuss the work of the afternoon. 





WE azz entirely at one with our correspondents bag write to 
deprecate the practice of revealing in the newspapers er 4 
ticulars of the gross and net personal estate of testators, 
dispositions contained in their wills. The information given is 
frequently misleading, and the publication of it often causes 
great inconvenience and annoyance to relatives. he difficulty 
is that the practice has now been allowed to exist for so many 
yeara that the authorities are likely to be rather shy of iater- 
fering with it. Still Signed by solicitors, eetfing forth were ates 


Sir F. Jzunz bya 
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Tue Lanp Charges Bill which has been introduced in the 
House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor, proposes to deprive 
judgments of any effect as creating a charge on land,and to substi- 
tute a charging order to be obtained by the judgment creditor. 
Under the Judgments Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict.c. 112), no judgment 
affects any land until the land has been actually delivered in 
execution by virtue of a writ of elegit or other lawful authority, 
but, subject to this requirement, the lands of a judgment debtor 
are bound by a registered judgment. Previously to 1888 pur- 
chasers were exposed to danger in consequence of the difficulty 
of ascertaining whether the land had been delivered in execu- 
tion (Re Pope, 17 Q B. D. 543), but under the Land Charges 
Registration Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 51), delivery in execu- 
tion is void as against a purchaser for value unless the writ 
under which it takes place is for the time being registered 
under that Act, and the position of purchasers has thus been 
secured. The present Bill proposes to put judgments as 
affecting land on an entirely new footing. By clause 3 a 
judgment, whether obtained before or after the commence- 
ment of the Act, is not to operate as a charge on land, or 
on any interest in land, cr on the unpaid purchase-money 
for ary land; and by clause 1, where a judgment has been 
obtained for the payment of money, the judgment creditor is to 
be entitled to a charging order charging specified land of the 
judgment debtor, or a specified interest of the judgment debtor 
in land, with payment of the money and of interest and costs. 
The charging order will have the like effect as if it were a 
mortgage deed validly and effectually made by the debtor, upon 
which the mortgage money has become due, and with an un- 
conditional power of immediaté sale, but is not to prejudice any 
rights—presumably other than those of the judgment debtor— 
affecting the land at the date of the order. The charging order 
will have to be registered under the Act of 1888. Thus the 
scheme abolishes the sheriff as a means of enforcing judgments 
against land, and, after the charging order has been obtained, 
the judgment creditor will realize his judgment as though he 
were a mortgagee. 





Tue peciston of Linptzy, M.R., and Onrrry and Coxtins, 
L.JJ., in Re The Karl of Sefton is the strong decision of a 
strong court. It rests on the view taken by the court of their 
ea jurisdiction, and does not consist—as so many modern 

ecisions do—in a mere construction of an Act of Parliament, or 
a mere application of the principle of a previously decided case. 
The matter arose out of the anes of the present Earl of 
Szrron. He had, prior to the unfortunate accident which 
affected his mind, created a base fee in certain settled estates, of 
which he was tenant in tail in remainder expectant on the deter- 
mination of the life estate of his father, the late earl. Under 
the will of the late earl, who died last year (the will having 
been made before the lunacy), the lunatic was entitled to very 
considerable benefits, upon the condition that he should execute 
a resettlement of the settled estates. The question was whether 
the court had jurisdiction to order the committee of the estate 
of the lunatic to execute such resettlement on his behalf, and 
whether such jurisdiction, if it existed, ought to be exercised. 
Both questions have been answered in the affirmative. The 
general rule upon which the courts have consistently acted 
is, that the character of a lunatic’s property and the rights 
of his successors ought not to be interfered with: see the 
udgment of Lord Szrzorne in Attorney-General v. Marquis 
of Ailesbury (12 App. Cas. 672). But there is a supplementary 
rule that such an interference may take place “where this 
is clearly for the benefit of the lunatic: see Ez parte Phillips (19 
Ves. 118) and Oxenden v. Lord Compton (2 Ves. jun. 69). The 
cases last referred to do not, however, go so far as the decision 
in Lord Szrron’s case ; that decision, as already pointed out, 
stands independent of authority. A noticeable feature of the 
case is that, notwithstanding the consolidation of the law of 
lunacy effected (or attempted) in the Acts of 1890 and 1891, the 
court could derive no assistance from those Acts in their en- 
deavour to secure to the lunatic the benefit intended for him by 
his father’s will. The statutory provision which comes nearest 
to an authority for the order which the court has: made is 
probably section 120 (5) of the Lunacy Act, 1890, which 








empowers the court to order the committee to ‘‘exercise any 
power or give any consent required for the exercise of any 

ower where the power is vested in the lunatic for his own 
Penefit, or the power of consent is in the nature of a beneficial 
interest in the lunatic.” This provision the court seems to have 
considered inapplicable to the present case, unless by unduly 
straining its construction. However this may be, the decision 
itself is eminently satisfactory, and is calculated tu be a useful 
authority in similar cases. 










Ir 1s PROVIDED by the County Court Rules that, where a defend- 
ant intends to rely upon any statutory defence, he must, five clear 
days before the hearing, file a statement of his grounds of defence 
and set forth therein the year, chapter, and section, or_short 
title, of the statute. Does this rule require a defendant wlo 
has a defence under the Statute of Frauds to give notice of his 
defence in order to avail himself of it? This question has been 
raised time after time in the county courts, and some judges 
have held that no such notice is necessary, whilst others have 
refused to allow the Statute of Frauds to be set up in the 
absence of such notice. It is obviously a matter of the greatest 
importance that such a question should be settled once for all; 
but years have passed by without any decision of the High 
Court on the point—or at least without any decision which has 
been reported. It has, however, now been settled in the case of 
Brutton v. Branson, which recently came before a Divisional Oourt 
composed of Wits and CuanneELL, JJ. (reported in the Zimes 
of May 8). The action was on a contract for the sale of goods 
of over £10 in value, and the defence was that there was no 
memorandum in writing as required by section 4 of the Sale of 
Goods Act, 1893, which section now takes the place of section 
17 of the Statute of Frauds. No notice of this defence having 
been given, the question arose whether the defendant could 
avail himself of it—or, in other words, whether a defence under 
section 4 of the Sale of Goods Act is a “statutory defence” 
within the meaning of the rules. Now, a defence must either 
be a defence at common law or a defence under the provisions 
of some statute, leaving equitable defences out of the question. 
To an action on a contract for the sale of goods, it is quite clear 
that the want of writing is not a defence at common law. What, 
then, can it be except a statutory defence? We confess that we 
have never been able to appreciate the difficulty, nor to see how 
it can be seriously argued that the defence of the Statute of 
Frauds is not a statutory defence, and that, therefore, notice of 
such defence need not be given. We are glad, therefore, to find 
that neither of the learned judges could see any meaning in the 
expression ‘‘ statutory defence” if it did not include a defence 
under the Statute of Frauds, and that they held that notice of 
such defence must be given under the rules. The matter may 
now accordingly be considered as settled, and several county 
courts will have to alter their practice. 





Tue summons against a barman employed in the House of | 
Commons for selling liquor without a licence was dismi It 
can hardly be said, however, that the grounds upon which it , 
was dismissed are quite satisfactory. The defendant was clearly | 
guilty within the words of the Licensing Acts, for he was neither 
licensed himself nor was he the servant of a licensed person, nor 
is the House of Commons a body which is pacared excepted 
from the provisions of the Act of 1872, The magistrate at Bow- 
street dismissed the summons on the ground that the Logisla- 
ture could not have intended to bring about the absurdities that 
would be produced by applying the Licensing Acts to the House 
of Commons. It is submitted that this reasoning is hardly con- 
vincing, and probably the persons who have raised the ques- 
tion will not rest until the matter has been brought before the 
High Court. It must be admitted, however, that the results 
which any other decision of the magistrate might possibly have 
led to are too wildly absurd for anything except a comic a 
Thus, the magistrate might make an order declaring all the 
liquor found in the House to be forfeited. Again, if the Mem- 
bers of Parliament are to be considered the occupiers of the 
House, everyone of them who is privy or consents to the sale of 
liquor is liable to all the penalties imposed upon persons for 






BE SLE A OS ee a ae Oe ee ee Cn eae 











atest 
, os 
Hi 
+" 
ise of 
Jourt 
Times 
yoods 
is no 
ale of 
ction 
aving 
could 
inder 
CO ” 
ither 
sions 
stion. 
clear 
Vhat, 
at we 
» how 
te of 
ice of 
> find 
n the 
fence 
ice of 
may 
unty 


se of 
i 
ch it 
early 
jither 
|, nor 
epted 
Bow- 


pisla- 
| that 
Louse 
j con- 
mes- 
; the 
sults 
have 
era. 
i the 
em. 
f the 
le of 
s for 


| 


June 18, 1808. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 42.] 567__ 








selling without license. The most startling result, however, 
might be obtained by applying section 17 of the Act of 1874. 
By that section a discretion is given to any justice of the peace, 
if satisfied that liquor is being sold by retail at any place within 
his jurisdiction, to grant a warrant authorizing a constable to 
enter such place, by force if necessary, and to search the place 
and every part thereof for intoxicating liquor, and to remove 
any liquor found therein. We do not think that any one of the 
Metropolitan police magistrates would use his discretion to grant 
such @ warrant, but there are many unpaid justices of the peace 
having jurisdiction in London, and whoknows but that oneof them 
might be found courageous enough to t sucha warrant. The 
position of the constable who, in obedience to such a warrant, 
tried to force his way into the House of Commons and to seize 
the wine, would hardly be a comfortable one. When judgment 
was given against the defendant in the famous case of Stockdale 
v. Hansard (4 Jur. 70), a writ of execution was issued to the 
Sheriff of Middlesex against the defendant’s goods. The 
sheriff obeyed the writ and seized the goods. He was promptly 
imprisoned by the House of Commons for contempt, and mw 
brought before the Court of Queen’s Bench by habeas , the 
judges refused to inquire what was the contempt for which he 
was committed, or to interfere with the action of the House. 
This case should be a warning to those answerable for the 
recent prosecution. 





Ir nas for a long time been rather widely recognized that 
habitual drunkards ought not fairly to be held entirely ac- 
countable for their actions. The time, therefore, seems to 
have come when the liberty of these unfortunate and trouble- 
some persons may be restricted by law for remedial treatment 
without any shock to public feeling; although there is no 
tendency to relax the important principle of criminal law that 
drunkenness is no excuse for crime. Hitherto restraint can 
only be used provided the drunkard consents in the first ins 
but now the Habitual Inebriates Bili, which has recently 
a second ing in the Commons, prone to restrain him 
whether he likes it or not. The Bill provides for the estab- 
lishment of State inebriate reformatories, and for the certifying 
of inebriate reformatories established by public bodies or b 
private individuals. The Bill proposes that in one of suc 
places the habitual drunkard may be ordered to be detained for 
any time not exceeding three years, by a court of assize or 
of quarter sessions. There are two ways in which it is 
srepeeee that this order may be obtained. First, when the 

unkard is convicted on indictment of any offence punishable 
with imprisonment or penal servitude, and is at the trial proved 
to be a habitual drunkard. The allegation that he is such 
habitual drunkard must be made in the indictment, but the 
count containing such allegation is not to be put to the prisoner 
until he has been found guilty, or pleaded guilty, to the main 
charge—in the same way that a count is used which charges a 
prisoner with having been previously convicted. The jury have 
then to decide whether or not the convicted person is a habitual 
drunkard. The Bill does not contain any fresh definition of the 
term ‘‘ habitual drunkard,” but it is defined in the Habitual 
Drunkards Act, 1879, to mean “a person who, not being 
amenable to any jurisdiction in lunacy, is, notwithstanding, by 
reason of habitual intemperate drinking of intoxicating liquor, 
at times dangerous to himself or herself, or to others, or 
incapable of managing himself or herself, or his or her affairs.” 
The jury a the prisoner to be a habitual drunkard, 
or the prisoner having admitted the fact, he may be ordered to 
be detained as above stated, either in addition to, or in substi- 
tution for, any other sentence. The second way in which an 
order of detention may be obtained is applicable to those 
drunkards who have not committed an indictable offence, but 
who are constantly being charged in the police-courts with 
drunkenness. It is proposed that where a person is charged 
with drunkenness, after having been convicted at least three 
times of drunkenness within the twelve months preceding, he 
may be sent for trial on indictment, and if convicted on the 
indictment of the offence, and of being a habitual drunkard, 
he may be ordered to be detained for any period not exceeding 
three years in any certified inebriate reformatory that is willing 





to receive him. It a that he cannot be sent to a State 
reformatory, and what is to happen if 
ot he siediotion te : mak ae 
summary jurisdiction is to iven power to ° er 
be Seles on vistion. for i 
twelve months, with the consent of the accused, or where 
accused ty to the offence and admits being a habi 
,orw. she qosmnel 25. aie taeee Pease © Spe 
anil consents jo the waste Se lee san Soe C) 
magistrates. The Bill was y in 
House, and seems likely to become a measure 
benefit. The J papenpe: however, is rather in the nature of an 
innovation. It is not provided that habitual drunkenness is an 
offence, but still a person may be indicted for being a habitual 
drunkard. In no other case, apparently, may any matter which 
is not a crime be thus alleged against a person in an indictment. 





THE RECENT decision of a heen dae agp ep ea 
JJ.) in Altree vy. Altres, to which attention is called in a letter 
which we publish elsewhere, shews that the tice sometimes 
followed of omitting to insert in a deed the ad or registered 
office of a limited company which is omy to the deed will have 
a disastrous effect in the case of a of sale under which a 
company is the grantee. The statutory form of bill of sale 
inserts the word “of” after the letters “‘O. D.,” which stand 
for the name of the grantee, and then there follows a blank for 
the address and description. In Aliree v. Altree no notice was 
taken of the blank, and the tee under the bill of sale was 
described simply as ‘‘ The ordshire Financial Oo. (Limited).” 
It was contended that the omission to give the address and 
description of the grantee was a departure from the statutory 
form which rendered the bill of sale void, and to this contention 
‘ hich is to be applied in ascer- 
taining whether a bill of sale sufficiently complies with the form 
has been variously stated. to Brett, M.R., in Davis 
v. Burton (11 Q. B. D., p. 540), the enactment of section 9 of 
the Act of 1882, that a bill of sale must be ‘‘in accordance 
with the form in the schedule,” means that every bill of 
sale shall be substantially like the form. Nothing substantial 
must be subtracted from it, and nothing —h inconsistent 
must be added to it. In Ex parte Stanford (17 Q. B. D., p. 270) 
it was said by Bowen, L.J., in delivering the judgment of five 
members of the Oourt of A , that the test whether a diver- 
gence was substantial was whether it altered the legal effect of 
the document. But this is not to be treated as a universal test, 
and it appears to be sufficient that there is a divergence in respect 
of any matter which is characteristic of the form ( Zhomas 
v. Kelly, 37 W. R. 358, 18 App. Cas. 506 ; Parsons v. Brand, 88 
W. R. 388, 25 Q. B. D. 110). question is, therefore, whether 
the address and description of the tee are characteristic of 
the statutory form. 5, seapellenthend a strongly urge that the 
decision of the Divisional Court is wrong, and they refer to the 
ee of describing com: by name only. The practice is 

y no means universal— eed we should almost have said it was 
more usual to add the regi office of a limited company—and, 
if it were, it could hardly affect the question whether or no the in- 
sertion of the address is characteristic of the form. The same 
rule must apply whoever is the grantee, and in the case of an 
individual it would clearly not be safe to give only his name, 
when the statutory form obviously contemplates the addition of 
. We hope we are wrong—for the 
venient—but we rather fear, ia spite 
for our correspondents’ opinion, that Alires v. 


incorrect decisions to which section 9 has given rise. 





Jan 0h ee y ogirnet b ages before 
Romer, J. (reported elsewhere), princi a grantor 
shall not desognte from bis was applied to somewhat novel 
circumstances. This maxim of law, w has been said to be 
‘as well established by authority as it is consonant to reason 
and common sense” (see Wheeldon v. Burrows, 28 W. R. 196, 12 
Ch. D. 31, at p. 49, per Tuxsiczn, L.J.), is frequently appealed 
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; Fa 
to in cases of implied grants and reservations of the right to 
light on the sale of one of two adj»iniog tenements by the 
owner of both. The general result of the rule is that the 
grantor of part of a tenement retains no rights over the part 
ranted (see Elphinstone on the Interpretation of Deds, p. 
fo9y- The facts of the above case were a sale by the vendor of 
part of his tenement to the defendants for a cemetery, they 
covenanting not to use the land for any other purpose without 
his consent ; letting of a cottage on another part within 100 yards 
of the first-mentioned part on a weekly tenancy, and action by 
the tenant to restrain the defendants, under the Burial Act, 
1855, s. 9, from using the land for a cemetery withia 100 yards 
of his dwelling-house. It was argued that, if the prohibition 
of the Act were held to apply in such a case, the express pur- 
pose of the vondor’s grant might be entirely defeated, and that 
the effect of the rule that a man shall not derogate from his 
grant was, as shewn by the cases, to prevent, not only the 
vendor, but anyone claiming through or under him, from 
invoking the Act for the purpose of restricting the defendants’ 
user of the land: see LHiliot v. North-Eastern Railway Cu (8 
W. R. 603, 11 2s. 604, 1 Johns, & H. 145, 10 H, L. Cas, 333) 
and Siddons v. Short (2 C. P. D. 572, 26 W. R. Dig. 253). Tae 
learned judge considered that the action was in substance the 
vendor’s action, and that in bringing it he was trying to dero- 
gate from his grant. But he also expressed the opinion that a 
bond fide lessee or occupier, after and with full knowledge of the 
vendor’s grant, could not be in any better position than his own 
=, or acquire a right which his own grantor had not. 
he action accordingly failed. It will be seen that the question 
whether costs as between solicitor and client ought to be given 
under the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, on the 
principle of Harrop v. Ossett Corporation (46 W. R. 391; 1898, 
1 Ch, 525), was reserved for consideration. 





ASSIGNMENT OF THE BENEFIT OF FIRE 


POLICIES. 


We have received a letter from a correspondent raising the 
question of the position of a vendor who has sold pro- 
perty under a condition that the purchaser shall have the 
benefit of the current fire policies. Unless the name of the 
purchaser has been submitted to the insurance office, and the 
office has consented to an assignment, it has been suggested to 
be the result of the recent decisions upon the subject that, if a 
loss occurs pending completion and the vendor receives the 
policy-moneys from the office, he will be liable upon completion 
to allow the purchaser to set-off the amount so received against 
the purchase-money, and also to refund the amount of the 
policy-moneys to the office. The result, therefore, of a provision 
which is intended to save the purchaser from the injustice of 
having to pay in full for property which has been destroyed by 
fire is to throw the loss — the vendor and to enable the in- 
surance office, who have been paid for undertaking the risk, to 
go free. If this correctly represents the law, vendors who assent 
to the condition in question incur a very grave danger, and our 
correspondent inquires whether there is any authority that such 
is really their position. 

In the case where the contract of sale is silent as to the fire 
policies, the law has been settled by the recent decisions of 
Rayner vy. Preston (29 W. R. 547, 18 Ch. D. 1) and Castellain v. | 
Preston (31 W. R. 557, 11 Q. B. D. 380). As between vendor 
and purchaser, the risk is upon the latter as from the date of the | 
contract, and, apart from any question of insurance, the full 

urchase-money must be paid, notwithstanding that the property 
been destroyed by fire pending completion. If, however, 
the benefit of the policy ran with the land, the purchaser would 
be entitled to any moneys received by the vendor from the 
insurance office, and this was the view taken by Jawzs, L.J., in 
hie dissentient judgment in Rayner v. Preston. He based his 
ae on two grounds: (1) that after the contract the 
vendor was a trustee for the purchaser and was bound to hand 
over to him any benefit derived under the policy; and (2) that 
it followed from 14 Geo. 3, c. 78, s. 83 (which empowers persons 
interested in the property to call upon the insurance office to apply 
the insurance moneys in reinstating it) that the policy enured ! 








for the benefit of all persons interested in the property. But 
the majority of the court (Corron and Brerr, L.JJ.) declined to 
give this effect to the statute, and they declined also to extent 
the vendor's trusteeship in the manner suggested. ‘An 
unpaid vendor,” said Corroy, LJ., “is a trustee in a qualified 
sens» only, and is so only because he has made a contract which a 
court of equity will give effect to by transferring the property 
sold to the purchaser, and so far as he is a trustee he is so 
only in respect of the property contracted to be sold. Of this 
the policy is not a part.”” But while the majority of the Court of 
Appeal held that the purchaser was bound to pay the entire 
purchase-money without any abatement ia respect of moneys 
received from the insurance office, it was suggested that the 
vendor would not be able to retain such moneys against the 
office, and the soundness of this suggestion was proved by the 
subsequent action of Castellain v. Preston (supra). There it.was 
held that the contract of fire insurance was a contracts of 
indemnity only, and that an iasurer who had paid upon a loss 
was entitled to the benefit of any payments to the insured by 
which the loss was subsequently diminished. Oonsequently, 
since ths vendor had received the full amount of the purchase- 
money and had thus been saved from loss, the insurance office 
recovered back from him the amount of the policy-moneys 
which it had paid (ses, too, Darrell v. Tibbits, 29 W. R. 66, 5 
Q. B. D. 560). 

The question is, how this right of the insurance office to 
recover back the policy-moneys is affected by a condition that 
the purchaser shall have the benefit of them. Usually the 
policy is granted in such a form as not to be assignable without 
the consent of the office, and, as already stated, it has been sug- 
gested as the resuit of the decisions that the office is entitled 
to recover money which it has paid to the vendor, notwithstand- 
ing that under this condition he is bound to hand the money 
over to the purchaser, and in a work of authority this result is 
treated as probably correct (Dart, Vendors and Purchasers, 6th 
ed., pp. 197, 913). Apparently the idea is that the vendor, on 
receiving the purchase-money, obtains the full value of the 
property so as to prevent him from alleging as against the 
insurance office that he has suffered any loss, and that the office 
is not concerned with any collateral contract which he has made 
with regard to the disposal of the insurance moneys. 
It is possible that a court might adopt this argument 
and compel the vendor to refund money which he had 
allowed upon completion to the purchaser, but that 
such a decision would be given we very much doubt. It 
is to be noticed that until completion the vendor remains the 
owner of the property, and in general retains possession of it. 
He has a right to sue upon the policy: Collingridge v. Royal 
Exchange Assurance Corporation (26 W. R. 112, 3 Q. B. D. 173), 
and no additional risk is imposed upon the office. S» long as 
he has not been paid by the purchaser, his claim to recover 
against the office is clear. And when, after recovery of the 
insurance money, it becomes necessary to inquire whether the 
vendor has in fact suffered any loss, his contract with the pur- 
chaser must be taken asa whole. He is entitled, indeed, under 
the contract to receive the entire purchase-money, but this is 
subject to the condition that he shall account to the purchaser 
for the insurance moneys. It is an incident of the sale that so 
soon as the moneys come to his hands the purchaser shall have 
the benefit of them. If the vendor receives them before com- 
pletion, he allows them to be set off on completion ; if afterwards, 
he forthwith pays them to the purchaser. He only sells the 


| property subject to this liability, and it seems impossible to say 


that after ho has satisfied the liability, and in substance sold the 


property for a sum representing the difference between the 
original purchase-money and the amount of the insurance 
moneys, the office can successfully allege that he has suffered 


no loss by reason of the fire. 

In our view, therefore, it is incorrect to say that the vendor 
will have to account for the policy moneys to the purchaser and 
at the same time have to a them back to the cffice, but since 
the question has been raised, it behoves vendors to look upon the 
condition with suspicion. It is, of course, easy for the purchaser 
to protect himself otherwise. He can insure the property him- 
self upon the making of the contract, though, having regard to 
the uncertainty as to whether the contract will be completed, 
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he may object to incurring this expense. The better course is 
for application to be at once made to the fire office for consent 
toan assignment of the policies, and then the purchaser will 
obtain the benefit of them both before and after completion. 
Without an assignment the condition in the contract is useless 
after completion, for the vendor can no longer sue (Zvelesiastical 
Commissioners v. Royal Eaxchange Assurance Corporation, 39 
Soxicrror’s JourNAL 623), and the purchaser cannot sue in his 
own name. 








THE LAND TRANSFER RULES. 
VI. 


Part ITl.—Registered dealings with registered land.— Transfers of 
land.—It should be noticed that Part III. is in the draft rules 
written Part 1V.in error. Two forms of instruments of transfer 
are prescribed (rules 78 and 79), the first where the whole of 
the land comprised in a title is transferred (Form 13), and the 
second where part only is transferred (Form 14). There are 
other forms of instruments of transfer, which we will deal with 
hereafter. It will be observed that the forms do not contain 
any acknowledgment of receipt of purchase-money, and that the 
clumsy provisions under the old rules relating to verification 
of the signatures to transfers are no longer in force. 

A transfer is to be executed as a deed, and to be signed by 
both transferor and transferee, as in the case of transfers of 
stock (rules 147 and 148). When a transfer is lodged for 
registration notice thereof is to be sent to the registered 
proprietor, unless the execution is admitted by him, and the 
transfer is not to be registered for three days (rule 152). This 
again is analogous to the practice of a company which sends a 
letter to a shareholder before registering a transfer of stock. A 
transfer is a new assurance of land entirely dependent for its 
validity and effect upon the statute creating it, and it becomes 
of the utmost importance, therefore, to determine its effect. 
First, then, as regards an absolute title, section 30 of the Act of 
1875 is as follows : 

A transfer for valuable consideration of freehold land 
registered with an absolute title shall, when registered, 
confer on the transferee an estate in fee simple in the land 
transferred, together with all rights, privileges, and 
appurtenances belonging or appurtenant thereto, subject 
as follows: 

(1) To the incumbrances, if any, entered on the 
register ; and 
(2) Unless the contrary is expressed on the register, 
to such liabilities, rights, and interests, if any, as are 
by this Act declared not to be incumbrances, 
but free from all other estates and interests whatsoever, 
including estates and interests of Her Majesty. 
A duly registered transfer for valuable consideration, which 
would include marriage, seems to confer a new statutory estate 
in fee simple on the transferee. The statutory estate so 


conferred is free from incumbrances, re such (if any) as | 8! 


remain entered on the register at the date of registration of the 
transfer, and seems to be discharged from all unregistered 
estates, and from all equities, including, it is conceived, vendor’s 
lien for unpaid purchase-money, not protected by caution, 
inhibition, or other notice on the register, whether the trans- 
feree has extraneous notice thereof or not, but it is subject to 
certain liabilities which, in the absence of an entry to the 
contrary on the register, affect all registered land (see Act of 
1875, s. 18, as amended by First Schedule to the Act of 1897). 

It may, perhaps, be open to question whether a transfer 
operates to pass the estate of the transferor or creates a new 
estate. Having regard, however, to the rule that there cannot 
be two common law fees coexisting in the same land (Challis’s 
Real Property, 2nd ed., p. 306), it is conceived that a transfer 
will be held to vest the legal estate in a transferee for value. 
If this is not the case, then, inasmuch as a purchaser will require 
the legal estate for the purpose of unregistered dispositions, the 
system of registration falls to the ground, as the purchaser will 
require an abstract of title apart from the register. 

As the rights under a transfer of land registered with a 


pss been attached for twent 
occupie 


mined by reference to, the provisions respecting an absolute 
title, we will turn at once to section 32 of the Act of 1475, which 
is as follows : 

A transfer for valuable consideration of freeho'd land 
regietered with a possessory title shall not affect or preju- 
dice the enforcement of any right or interest adverse to or 
in derogation of the title of the first registered proprietor, 
and subsisting or capable of arising at the time of the 
registration of such proprietor ; but, save as aforesaid, shall 
when registered have the same effect as a transfer for 
valuable consideration of the same land registered with an 
absolute title. 

The effect in the case of © posmneeny title is the same, there- 
fore, as in the case of an absolute title, except that the transfer 
does not overreach rights and interests paramount to the fee 
simple conferred by first registration. On comparing the 
section last set out with section 8 of the Act of 1875 (ante, p. 
505) the omission of the word “estate” will be noticed. 8 
conceive, however, that this does not affect the construction. It 
follows that a purchaser from a proprietor of land registered 
with a possessory title will require an abstract of title to estates, 
rights, and interests paramount to the statutory fee simple 
conferred by first registration. This right is recognized and 
preserved by section 16 of the Act of 1897. The date of first 
registration will be disclosed in the case of a possessory title by 
the land certificate (First Schedule to the Rules, Form 56), 
Where, therefore, the abstract of title discloses a paramount 
estate, a purchaser will require a further abstract of title 
shewing the devolution of the paramount estate after the date 
of first registration in order that he may be satisfied that it has 
been got in since the date of first registration. If the person 
who got in the paramount estate is not the registered proprietor 
who is selling, the purchaser will at least require it to be shewn 
that the person who got in the estate was the registered pro- 
prietor of the land at the time when the ount estate was 
got in. This can only be done by searching the back entries in 
the register, which the purchaser may now do (rule 212). 

If a certificate of registration with a ry title is not (as 
it is conceived it should not be) ' good commencement of title 
for the purposes of the Vendor Purchaser Act, 1874, then, 
notwithstanding that forty years or more have run since the 
date of first registration, an abstract of title relating to estates 
which were paramount at the date of first registration, whether 
got in or not, must, unless the purchaser contracts himself out 
of his rights, be furnished to him. It results that in man 
cases it will be best to keep on foot a title in the usual way o 
the register, by taking a conveyance in common form as well as 
a transfer on the register; the purchaser will not only secure 
for certain the benefit of the Vendor and Purchaser Act, so as 
only to be liable to produce a forty years’ title at most under an 
open contract, but will also avoid any doubt as to the sufficiency 
of the prescribed form of transfer for passing any estate or 
interest got in by the registered proprietor off the register. 

In addition, it should be observed that the general words 
iven in section 30, set out above, do not correspond with those 
implied under section 6 of the Conveyancing and Law of Pro- 
perty Act, 1881. The principal operative words in that section 
are ‘‘reputed or known as .. . parcel of . . . the 
land.” These words do not occur in section 30, so that a doubt 
will arise whether reputed rights and easements pass under a 
istered transfer. : 

en the man in the street is told that, at any rate until 
judicial decisions have set the doubts on the Act of 1875 at rest, 
even after he has registered his land, abstracts of title and con- 
veyances on sale will go on merrily just as at present, with the 
addition of registration, he may feel that the time has arrived 
for an attempt to be made to express the intention of that Act 
in terms sufficiently technical and accurate to be acted on by the 


profession, 





The Berlin correspondent of the Zimes announces the death of Professor 


Julius Baron, Professor of Roman Law in the University of Bonn. Pro- 
fessor Baron was the author of numerous works on Roman law. After 


years to the University of Berlin, he 


d in euccession the c of Roman law in the univer-itis of 





Possessory title are of greater importance than, and are deter- Greifswald, Berne, and Benn. He was in his sixty-fifth year. 
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REVIEWS. 
STATUTE LAW. 


GIBSON AND WELDON’s STUDENT'S STATUTE LAw. BEING SPECIALLY 
INTENDED FOR THE USE OF CANDIDATES AT THE FINAL AND 
Honours EXAMINATIONS OF THE LAw Society. THIRD EDITION. 
By the Autuors. The ‘“ Law Notes’”’ Publishing Offices, 25 and 
26, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


The activity of the Legislature has compelled Messrs. Gibson and 
Weldon to make considerable changes in this useful compilation ; 
and, in order to secure room for new statutes, such as the Sale of 
Goods Act, 1893, and the Trustee Act, 1893, statutes of less general 
interest or suitable rather for ape treatment have been excluded. 
The present volume accordingly omits the subjects of company law, 
county courts, ecclesiastical law, inclosure of commons, and shipping 
law. The chief statute under the last head is the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, and, from the student’s point of view, this Act, with its 748 
sections, is well out of the way. The treatment of the statutes which 
have been included is marked by great thoroughness— thoroughness in 
some cases, we should have thought, almost beyond the needs of the 
student, though it gives the volume a greater chance of serving asa 
compendium for the practising lawyer. The Agricultural Holdings 
Act, 1883, is an Act to which specially detailed consideration has 
been given. The statutes are grouped under headings according to 
their subjects, and the subjects are arranged in alphabetical order. 
Headings which contain collections of statutes of special importance 
are ‘‘Conveyancing and Law of Property,” ‘Inland Revenue,” 
‘‘ Landlord and Tenant,’’ and ‘ Trustees.’”’ As a guide to statute 
law the student will find the book ample for his requirements, and to 
the practitioner it will serve as a handy book of reference. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Ruling Cases. Arranged, Annotated, and Edited by RoBERT 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, Advocate of the Scotch Bar, and 
late Fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge; assisted by other Members 
of the Bar. With American Notes by Invinc Browne. Vol. XV. : 
Judge—Landlord and Tenant. Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 
25s, net. 


The Law Relating to the Administration of Charities under the 
Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853-1894, and Local Government Act, 1894. 
By Tuomas BovuRCHIER-CHILCOTT, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Haynes. 


A Handy Book on the Law of Master and Servant, Employer and 
Employed, chiefly as Regards their Civil Rights. By Jamzs WALTER 
Situ, Esq., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. New Edition. By GEoRGE 
— Emery, Esq., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham 

son. 


Gibson and Weldon’s Aid to Equity. Intended as a Guide to that 
difficult but essential work, Snell’s Principles of Equity (12th edition). 
—— Edition, By the Authors. The “ Law Notes” Publishing 
Offices. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 
PARTICULARS OF TESTATORS’ DISPOSITIONS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—It has been for a long time now the practice for the proprie- 
tors of newspapers to obtain from the Probate Court and publish 
particulars of the dispositions made by testators, and it has now 
assumed such proportions that we think it is time to consider whether 
it should be allowed to continue. 

We all know that if there is one thing more than another that 
clients desire it is privacy, and it seems to us to be very wrong that 
in order to gratify public curiosity the papers should have the liberty 
of extracting from the office where wills are proved, and publishing 
to the world, information relating to the most private affairs of life. 
We have known cases where the utmost pain has been caused, and 
actually in a recent case under our notice a paper commented on the 
legal effect of certain bequests (about which there was not, and would 
not be, any litigation or question), saying (from a garbled extract 

from the will) that it ought to have said so-and-so. That report was 
copied into numberless other pa verbatim, and so was published 
over and over again all over the counties in which the testator was 
known, and to such an extent that it was quite impossible to have it 
corrected, and has caused much annoyance and pain to relatives. 

It is easy to suggest a remedy for all this, if what we call atten- 
tion to is known in legal circles to be an evil that ought to be checked, 





and we shall be glad to know what is the feeling of yourself and 
the profession on the subject. P. & J. WaTson. 
Bury, Lan ire, June 10. 
(See ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S. J.] 





BILL OF SALE TO LIMITED COMPANY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Permit us to call attention to the decision last week of a 
Divisional Court (Day and Lawrance, JJ.) in a case of Altree v. 
Altree ; in which it was held, on appeal from a county court, that a 
bill of sale in favour of a limited company was void, as not being in 
accordance with the statutory form, because the company was 
described by its corporate name only, without any statement of its 
office or place of business. 

We think this decision, if upheld, must invalidate the great 
majority of bills of sale given to joint-stock companies, as the 
general practice of conveyancers is to describe such companies 
by name only, and, so far as our experience goes, it has never 
hitherto been supposed that any further description is required 
when they happen to be grantees under a bill of sale. 

For our own part we are satisfied that, both on principle and on 
authority, the decision is wrong, and we are strongly urged by 
counsel to appeal further; but unfortunately the court would only 
give permission on condition of our paying in any event the costs 
of both sides, and, as these could easily be made to amount to more 
than the sum at stake, we are practically compelled to submit to 
what we feel to be an erroneous and mischievous decision. 

June 13. CLAIMANTS’ SOLICITORS, 

[See ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Eb. S. J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Lunacy, 
Re THE EARL OF SEFTON. C.A.No. 2. 14th June. 


Lunatic—Drrectinc Commirrer To Erect to Accept A Devise To Lunatic 
Uron Conprrion «vy Resetriinc Orner Prorsrty—JvRISsDICTION OF 
Cournt—Benerit or Lunatic—Pecuntary Benerit—Srat. PREROGATIVA 
Reots (17 E. 2, Srar. 1.) c. 10—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. 
c. 5). 


In this case a devise of land had been made to the lunatic on the con- 
dition that within a year after the death of the devisor the devisee should 
execute a resettlement of certain family estates; and the question now 
to be decided was whether the court had jurisdiction to direct the com- 
mittee of the lunatic to elect on behalf of the lunatic to accept the devise 
and to execute the resettlement. The Earl of Sefton had become a 
lunatic in consequence of a serious accident which he sustained, and was 
not likely to live long. His father, the previous Earl of Sefton, who died 
in June, 1897, was tenant for life of settled estates producing a net rental 
of about “£30,000 a year, and. was also absolute owner of estates pro- 
ducing about £21,000 a year. The present earl had, before he became a 
lunatic, and before his father’s death, barred the entail, but without the 
consent of his father as the protector of the settlement, and had therefore 
acquired only a base fee. By his will the late earl gave his unsettled 
estates, subject to a term of 1,000 years given to trustees for certain 
purposes, to the present earl for life, with remainder to his issue in tail 
male; and then for similar estates to a younger son of the late earl and 
his issue, with remainders over. The will directed that every person who 
should thereunder become entitled (subject to the term of 1,000 years) as 
tenant for life or tenant in tail male by purchase to the possession of the 
devised estates, and who should also become entitled as tenant in tail 
male or in tail, whether by purchase or descent, to the possession of the 
settled estates should, within one year after becoming so entitled under 
both the will and the settlement (or, if he was an infant, within a year 
after attaining twenty-one), disentail the settled estates and resettle 
them on the same trusts as the devised estates. If the person so becom- 
ing entitled did not do this, the estate devised to him was to cease and 
determine. The testator also bequeathed a sum of £10,000 to the present 
earl if he should execute the resettlement, and directed that in that event 
the present earl’s debts (which were stated to amount to £31,000) should 
be paid by the executors. Some of the next-of-kin of the present earl 
pat aypsh @ summons asking that the committee might be directed to 
execute, in the name of the lunatic and on his behalf, a resettlement in 
accordance with the testator’s will. The Master refused the application, 
which was then made to the Lords Justicesin Lunacy. It was opposed by 
the present earl’s next younger brother, who would be a loser if it were 
successful. 

Tue Covrt (Linpiey, M R., and Curry and Coxtrs, L.JJ.) granted 
the application. 

Lryvxey, M.R., said: I do not think we are in a position to do what we 
should have liked to do—take a little more time to consider this case. 
Time presses. If this election is to be made at all, it must be made prac- 
tically at once ; and, having had an opportunity of considering the matter, 
I have come to a tolerable clear opinion that we have jurisdiction to make 
this order, and that we ought to exercise that jurisdiction. I will not 
through the whole of this very long will. In substance the case standp 
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thus. The court has to consider whatought to be done under the follow- 
ing circumstances. Lord Sefton is unfortunately a lunatic. He is entitled 
to certain settled estates of considerable value. there is a will—the will 
of his father—which leaves him another large property, called the Sefton 
estates, on condition that he resettles, and thereby cuts down—not 
destroys, but only cuts down—his interest in the settled estate. Bearing 
in mind that under his father’s will he gets not only a e estate, but 
also other benefits—the legacy of £10,000 and the payment of his debte—it 
is obvious that from one point of view, and that one which the court will 
take into consideration, it is to his advantage to accept this devise. What, 
then, ought to be done? If this gentleman is in the least degree likely to 
live, and is actuated by the feelings by which sons usually are or ought to 
be actuated, there can be no question that he would accept the Sefton 
estates on the conditions stated in the will. There are obvious family 
advantagesin so doing. I am not at all eee to say that it is the duty 
of the court to look only to the question of the lunatic’s benefit. 
It is for his benefit todo what his father wished, and to keep the two 
estates together. It is in this case for his pecuniary interest, because 
he will get a great deal more money if he accepts the devise. It is for the 
benefit of the lunatic that he should perform the condition upon which 
alone he can obtain, or at least can keep, the Sefton estate. I say keep it 
ratber than get it, because under the will he has got it, and he will lose it 
if he does not resettle it. Let us look at the matter, first, apart from the 
Lunacy Act, 1890. I go by steps. ge wey L and without 
reference to the statute De Prerogativd Regis, I take it that these propositions 
are elementary and indisputable: first, a lunatic can accept a gift of property, 
or a bequest or a devise of property; second, a lunatic can accept 
& gift or legacy = conditions provided that the gift and those 
conditions are for his benefit; thirdly, if a lunatic is entitled to 
property upon conditions, it is_theduty of his committee to do 
all that is _mecessary to preserve the prope performing th 
onditions. hority-for the tist of these propositions will Be found 

Collinson’s Lunacy, vol. i., p. 294: ‘‘ If any part of the estate be liable to 
forfeiture, or held upon conditions, it is his (the committee's) duty, if 
possible, to protect it from the forfeiture, to sa the conditions, and, 
when necessary, to apply to the Chancellor for d ons.’’ All that I 
take to be perfectly settled law. Now, sup one of the conditions is 
that the lunatic shall give up some interest in real property to which he is 
entitled, the general principle just laid down will apply to that case. 
There is nothing I know of in the statutory law contrary to that view, 
except the provision in the old statute De Prerogativé. That Act has been 
construed in such a way as to prevent the court from selling or mort- 
gaging the estates of lunatics for the purpose of raising money, even when 
the lunatic was in danger of arrest under a ca. sa., or was in prison. That 
was rather a narrow construction, perhaps. But the language of the Act 
is important. The purpose of the enactment is, that if the lunatic 
recovers what is not required for his maintenance will be handed over to 
him, and if he dies it will go as his property ought to go. In no way is 
it to be aliened. The courts have held that they had no power to alien 
the lunatic’s property, even for the lunatic’s benefit, the object of the Act 
being to preserve the property for him or his representatives. But it 
seems to me that we shall be producing for the first time a still narrower 
construction, if we say, under the stress of this Act, which was passed for 
a totally different purpose, that we are incompetent to eanction giving up 
a small part of the lunatic’s real estate for the —— of saving for him 
a far larger part of it. I agree it would not do to say that because we 
think our predecessors made a misteke we are going to construe the Act 
differently. But I am not disposed to press a narrow construction beyond 
what is necessary. It seems to me we ehould be making a very bad 
precedent if we were to hold that this statute of award 2, ern to 
preserve the property of lunatics, prevented us doing what is for the 
advantage of the lunatic, even in relation toe property, and also in other 
ways. If, then, we have jurisdiction in the matter, it seems to me it 
follows as a matter of course, in these circumstances, without invoking the 
Act of 1890 at all, that we ought to exerciee that jurisdiction. I will 
now say a word or two about the Lunacy Act, 1890. It was very 
strenuously contended by Mr. Farwell that certain sections in that Act 
authorized the court to make the order here asked for. I think we should 
be making a bad precedent if we were to say that. We cannot, I think, 
bring this case within the language of the Act of 1890 without unduly 
straining that language ; and I base my judgment upon the inherent 
jurisdiction of the court, which is not bounded by the cases enumerated 
in that Act. With respect to section 124, of which we heard so much, 
and which enacts that ‘* the committee of the estate, or such person as the 
judge approves, shall in the name and on behalf of the lunatic execute and 
do such assurances and things for giving effect to any order under this 
Act as the judge directs, and every such assurance and thing shall be 
valid and effectual, and shall take effect acco ly ’’—I do not invoke 
that at all. That section, I thiuk, is = in to supply a possible defect or 
remove a possible doubt. That view does not, amen od we the court 
from doing the very same thing under ite general j iction. I look 
upon that section simply as an enabling clause. I cannot help 

that we should be doing quite wrong were we to give effect to any con- 
tention which cuts down the power of the court in this matter. If the 
case had been preseed I should have liked to look at some authorities, to 
make sure that I have not made any mistake. As to the anu 
which I have proceeded I do not feel the slightest doubt. I this 


application ought to be . 
delivered judgment to the same effect.— 


























gran 

Currry and Corus, L.JJ., 

Counsgt, Farwell, Q.0., and W. H. Cozens-Hardy ; Warrington, Q.C., and 

Arkle; P. 0. Lawrence, Q.U., and Sargant. Soricrtors, Gedge, Kirby, 
Millett ; Field, Roscoe, § Co., for Gibbons $ Arkle, Liverpool. 
[Reported by R, C, Macxzyzre, Barrister-at-Law.] 








High Court—Chancery Division. 


GRAND JUNCTION WATERWORKS CO. v. TYE HAMPTON URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL. Stirling, J. 7th, 8th, and 14th June. 


Loca, AurHorrtry—Procervincs BErORE MAacIstRATES—DECLARATION AS 
to Trrne—Eeurry Jvrispicrron—Pvustic Heart (BuiLpIne IN 
Srreers) Act, 1888, s. 3. 


This was an action by the piaintiff company asking for a declaration 
that they were enti to erect an -house ‘and any other buildings 
they might think fit upon a of purchased by them at U; 
Sunbury-road, Hampton, within the defendants’ district, without 
consent of the def . The plaintiffs were a waterworks company 
constituted under an Act of 51 Geo. 3, c. 169 and other Acts mentioned 
in the preamble to their Act of 1852, to supply water to a | district 
on the western side of London. By the Grand Junction Waterworks 
Act, 1852, the tiffs were em to make and maintain certain 
works therein bed. In 1853, under the powers of the Act of 1852 
om acquired the of land in question at and 

t waterworks t le 
works and to erect an engine 
with their existing works. A dispute arosc between the plaintiffs and the 
defendants as to whether the tiffs could erect an engine-house 
without the consent of the ts. At defendants’ —_— copies of 


that they intended to " 
work. On the 11th of November, 1897, defendants’ clerk wrote to 
the plaintiffs’ solicitors that if the work was proceeded with he was 
directed to take p ings the plaintiffs for contravening the 
Public Health (Building in Streets) Act, 1888. On the 15th of December, 


1897, the plaintiffs gave the ts notice that they intended to 
proceed with the ig, and actually did so and spent a consider- 
able sum of money before the writ in this action was issued. On the 7th 


of March, 1898, the otiffs received notice from the defendants that the 
erection of the b was contrary to section 3 of the Public Health 
(Building in Streets); Acts, 1888, and ———— a discontinuance of the 
offence. The plaintiffs issued their writ in this action on the 12th of 
March. On the 15th of March the defendants laid an information before 
the Middlesex against the ntiffs for contra’ the 
Public Health (B in Streets) Act, , and a summons was 
summ: the plain to appear before a court of summary juris- 
diction. This summons was heard on the 9th of May, and the magis- 
trates’ decided adversely to the plaintiffs. The rates’ decision was 
capable of revision by a Divisional Court and the defendants contended 
—first, that the Chan Division had no jurisdiction to make the 
declaration prayed for in the action ; and, secondly, that the court in the 
exercise of its discretion ought not to make such declaration, 
the plaintiffs ought to be left to make their defence before the tribunal 
which was the proper one under the statutes involved to deal with the 
to 


. 
E 


question. 


Sriatinc, J.—The question 
eae raed a eeat eth 
‘orm of action y an . 25, r. 

aan ot fe oe Pe ei but it is contended on 
the other hand that these wide words must be read with some limitation. 
It does not seem to me that I called on to decide whether the words 
ought to be limited or no. I case there 
is an entire absence of jurisdiction to give relief. The material authorities 
seem to me to be three. 
Board of Works (20 W. R. 845, 7 Ch. App. 597). 


or 


z 


Metropolis Management Amendment Act, 1862, and the Court of A 
held that the District Board of Works ought to have given an owner 
compensation under section 74 of that Act, and that the threat under 


from summary proceedings for the recovery 
of penalties for an offence against the Public Health Act, 1875. The 
third case is Stannard v. Vestry of St. Giles, Camberwell (30 W. R. 693, 20 
Ch. D. 190). That case was a dispute about a drain. The defendants 
gave notice to the plaintiff that they would enter on his land to reinstate 
the drain, but abandoned this intention and took ee 
before the . The plaintiff claimed an inj restrain 
both the in py mabe | Todor alloged, the pla 
intention to commit a trespass a or > plaintiff 
had not made out his case foran inj against trespass, and 
that so the court had no —— to restrain pro 


ceedin; ore the magistrates. 
authorities I do not think it ee es for 


should be with the caution, and I adopt 
the words of Jeseel, M.R., in ‘2 case: ** Where 
has pointed out a mode of proceeding before a magictrate it is not, asa 
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= rule, for another court to interfere to stop that proceeding by 
njunction.’”” And I desire to add that in conflicts between local bodies 
and private individuals I think that rule ought to be applied very 
strictly. I think therefore that in the exercise of the discretion which is 
vested in the court it ought to be very slow to grant an injunction to 
restrain proceedings before the magistrate where the Legislature has 
pointed that out as the proper mode of proceeding. 4 fortiori it will be 
still leas likely to make such a declaration as is asked for in the present 
case in the absence of special circumstances. That brings me to the 
question whether upon the materials before me there are any such 
circumstances shewn. In my judgment there are not. It seems to me 
therefore that this is a case in which the court ought not either to inter- 
fere by way of injunction or to make the declaration asked for.—Covunsg, 
Bosanquet, Q.C., Macmorran, Q.C., and R. C. Glen; Jenkins, Q.C., and 
H. Courthope Munroe. Soxtctrors, Bircham § Co. ; Kent § Son. 


[Reported by J. I. Strratixa, Barrister-at-Law.] 
TOMS v. CLACTON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Romer, J. 8th June. 


Loca, Governmentr—BvuriAL—VENpDOR AND PurcHaser—BvuriaL Grounp 
—Fvuacnase or Lanp spy Districr Councit,. ron—Actron To Restrain 
Buryrxsc Witsi1n Prouteirsp Distance rrom Dwetiinc-Hovss — 
Buriat Acr, 1855 (18 & 19 Vicr. c. 128), s. 9. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
using land in their posession for the purposes of a cemetery, except 
beyond a radius of 100 yards from the plaintifi’s dwelling-house. It 
appeared that the vendor of the land had sold the fee simple to the de- 
fendants for the purposes of a cemetery, and the conveyance contained 
a covenant by them not to use the land for any other purposes except with 
the vendor’s consent. The p’aintiff was the occupier of a small cottage 
close to the land. This cottage belonged to the vendor, and the plaintiff 
was in his service as gardener. The tenancy appeared to be a weekly 
one. By 18 & 19 Vict. c. 128, s. 9, no ground not already used as or 
appropriated for a cemetery shall be used for burials within the distance 
of 100 yards from any dwelling-house without the consent of the owner, 
lessee, or occupier of such dwelling-house. The plaintiff was cross- 
examined with the object of extracting from him the admission that he 
was plaintiff in name only, and that the real, although not nominal, 
plaintiff was his employer, the vendor of the land. 

Romer, J.—I will assume for the purpose of my judgment tbat the land 
is subject to the restrictions imposed by the Burial Act, 1852 (15 & 16 
Vict. c. 85), and the Burial Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 128), or to 
analogous restrictions. The vendor granted the land in order that every 
part of it should be used for the purposes of a cemetery. He then placed 
his gardener in a cottage near it for the purpose of bringing this action 
and preventing in effect any o f it being so used. There is no doubt that 
the action in substance is the vendor's action, and the costs of the action 
will have to be provided byhim. Could he then bring an action to pre- 
vent its use for the express purpose for which he soldit? That would be 
derogating from bis grant to the defendants. It must be remembered 
that the defendants are doing nothing illegal. Only they have under the 
Burial Acts to obtain the statutory consent of the owner to what they are 
doing. The vendor, therefore, could not bring an action. Could a 

| person in the position of the plaintiff, and acting bond fide, do so—that is 
to say, a lessee or occupier, after and with full knowledge of the vendor's 
grant and its purpose? Such a person could not be in any better position 
than his own grantor, or acquire a right which his own grantor had not. 
In fact the plaintiff is a weekly tenant only of the vendor, and he could 
give a week’s notice to the plaintiff at any time. Other grounds might 
be etated for dismissing the action. But on the above ground alone the 
action fails. I dismiss the action with costs. 

The defendants asked for costs as between solicitor and client under 
the Public Authorities Protecion Act, 1893, citing Harrop v. Ossett 
Corporation (46 W. R. 391; 1898, 1 Ch. 525). The plaintiff submitted 
that the action was not, within the words of section 1, brought against 
the defendan‘s ‘‘ for any act done in pursuance or execution or intended 
execution of any Act of Parliament or of any public duty or authority,” 
the cause of action being one of private right. His lordehip reserved 
his judgment on this point.—CovnseL, Levett, Q.C., and C. E. Jones; 
+ dork Q.C., and Ingpen. Soxrscrrors, Jones § Son, Colchester ; Uhamberlayne 

ort. 


[Reported by J. F. Wa.ey, Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
BAILEY v. WATSON. Div. Court. 10th June. 


Covxty Covrt—Action Commencep tn Hicu Covurt—JvupGMEnNT as TO 
Pant or Crarm—Disrvtep Amount Remitrep ny ReGistrar ror Tran 
to Covunty Cotnr—Scate on wuicn Costs were to ne Taxep— 
County Court Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict c. 43), s. 65. 

This was an appeal of the defendant from the decision of the county court 
judge of Swansea as to the scale on which certain costs should be taxed. 
The action was brought in the Swansea Registry of the High Court to 
recover some £44 and a summons for judgment was taken out under 
Order XIV. On the hearing of the summons the district registrar made 
an order that the pisintiff should be at liberty to sign final judgment for 
£27 18s. 5d. with costs; that the defendant might defend as to £2 0s. 6d. 
(the remainder of the claim being abandoned), and that the action should 
be remitted to the Swansea County Cuut The defendant paid the 
£27 188. 5d. with taxed costs, aud ultimately the plaintiff recovered 
judgment for the disputed belance of £2 0s. 6d. in the county court, and 





| supplied some seeds to the defendant’s order. 








he claimed that these costs should be taxed upon the scale applicable 
where the amount recovered was between £20 and £50, on the authority of 
Kemble v. Bennett (1894, 2 Q. B. 329). The registrar held that the costs 
should be taxed on the scale applicable to where the amount sought to be 
recovered was between £2and £5. The county court judge reversed that 
decision and directed that the costs should be taxed on the higher scale. 
The defendant appealed. 

Tue Court (Day and Lawrance, JJ.) allowed the appeal. In the case 
of Kemble v. Bennett the whole of the action was remitted to the county 
court although only a portion of the claim was in dispute. There rightly 
the costs were taxed on the higher scale. In this case judgment in the 
High Court had been given as to part of the claim, and the only sum 
sought to be recovered in the county court at all was this sum of 
£2 03. 6d. That was the only sum which could be said to have been 
recovered ia the county court and the costs on the scale applicable to the 
recovery of a sum between £2 and £5 was the scale under which the 
defendant’s costs ought to be taxed.—CcunsgL, R. O. B. Lane ; Villiers 
Meager. Soxscrrors, Riddell, Vaizey, § Smith, for Viner, Leeder, § Morris, 
Swansea ; Richard White, for Lawrence Richards, Swansea. 

[Reported by Exsxive Rev, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REG. v. SHARPE AND OTHERS {JUSTICES). x parte ELLIS. Div 
Court. 8th June. 
Licenstnc Acts—Justices—Nortice or APPLicaTION FOR ADDITIONAL 


Excise Licence—Hovse seinc Unrinisnep Notice Arrixep To FLoox 

—Svucn Notice Surrictenr. 

In this case a rule for a mandamus had been granted calling upon certain 
justices of Brentford to shew cause why they should not hear and deter- 
mine an application by H. W. Ellis for licences to sell wine, spirits, and 
beers. No one was instructed by the justices to shew cause, and Master 
Mellor read the fo yy two of the said justices, Which 
was as follows: An applica Was duly made before us and certain Other 
justices of the Brentford Division, at the adjourned general annual 
licensing meeting at the Town-hall, Brentford, on the 4th of March last, 
by Mr. Charles Robinson, solicitor, for Mr. H. W. Ellis, of Clovelly, 
Lampton-road, Hounslow, wine merchant, for a beer-dealer’s additional 
licence, a spirit-dealer’s additional licence, and a wine off-licence, in 
pursuance of 26 & 27 Vict. c. 33, 8.1; 24& 25 Vict. c. 21, s. 2; and 23 
Vict. c. 27,2. 3. It was proved before us that the said H. W. Ellis had 
given the necessary notices to the police and to the overseers, and had 
duly advertised his application in a local newspaper and had properly 
posted his notices on the door of the church of the district. A preliminary 
objection was taken by Mr. Lay, solicitor, appearing on behalf of Messrs. 
Moss Bros., of the Broadway, St. Margaret’s, and Mr. Wicks, publican, 
of the Turk’s Head, St. Margaret’s, who were opposing the application, 
that the statutory notice was not complete, as it had not been posted on 
the door of the house proposed to be licensed, inasmuch ‘as the house was 
not completed. The parish constable who had posted the notices having 
proved on oath to the eatisfaction of the justices that the notice was 
affixed floorboards in the doorway of a building not complete, the 
justices thereupon found there was no door in fact on whictr the notice 
could be posted as directed and required by the statute. Mr. Grain, 
counsel on behalf of Mr. Ellis, applied to the licensing justices on the 
adjourned licensed day—viz., the 31st of March, for the justices to re-hear 
his application on the ground that the justices were mistaken in their 
decision, dud still had full powers to hear Mr. Ellis’s application on its 
merits, but the justices declined to re-open the case, having once decided 
that the notice was bad.”” Counsel in support of the rule contended that 
the justices were mistaken and that the notice affixed to the floorboards 
in the doorway of the uncompleted building was sufficient to satisfy the 
statute. 

Tue Covrr (Day and Lawrance, JJ.), made the rule absolute.— 
CounseL, Grain. Soxicrror, Charles Robinson, Brentford and London. 


[Reported by Exsxixe Rew, Barrister-at-Law. } 


HOWCROFT v. LAYCOCK. Div. Court. 8th June. 


Venvor AND Pcrcuaser—CanpaGe Sgeps—Usvat Trave Disciammer or 
any Warranty—Sgeps Turnep Ovr to se Tuose or A DirreRgEnt 
Kinp or CABBAGE TO THAT OrnDERED—ACTION BY VENDOR. 


Appeal by defendant from a judgment of his Honour Judge Lumley 
Smith, sitting at the County Court, Westminster. The plaintiff had 
When the seeds sent grew 
up, they proved to be those of another species of cabbage, and valueless 
for the purpose for which the purchaser required them. The plaintiff 
sought to recover the price of the seeds; the defendant counter-claimed 
for breach of contract. The county court judge held that a dis- 
claimer of warranty at the head of the invoice sent when the seeds were 
delivered, to the effect that the seller gave no warranty, express or 
implied, as to description, quality, productiveness, or any other matter 
connected with the seeds he sent out, that he would not be responsible in 
in eny way for the crop, and that, if the purchaser did not accept the 
seeds on those terms, they were at once to be returned, protected the 
plaintiff, and be gave judgment in his favour accordingly. No suggestion 
of fraud was raised. 

Day, J., in giving judgment, said the defendant asked to be supplied 
with seeds of a kind of cabbage called Couve Tronchuda. When the seeds 
sent grew up, they turned out to be Jersey kale, a species of cabbage tree 
only suitable for making into walking-sticks. ‘The notice very omens 
put at the head of seed merchants’ bills that they gave no warranty wii 
the seeds did not entitle the seller to deliver somethiog perfectly different 
to the thing asked for, and which he undertook to supply. It had bsen 
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argued for the plaintiff that, the defendant having accepted the goods, he 
must pay the agreed price unless he could shew that the goods been 
warranted and had not come up to the warranty. The custom of the 
trade might qualify a contract, but it could not destroy it. A rational 
construction must be put upon the words relied upon. e construction 
desired by the plaintiff to be established by custom of the trade was 
unreasonable. 

Lawrance, J., concurred. Appeal allowed ; leave to appeal granted.— 
CounseL, A. 7. Lawrence, Q.C., and G. B. Hamilton ; Earle. So.tcrrors, 
G. E. Webb; EB. F. §& H. Landon. 

{Reported by Erxsxixe Rep, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


ALTREE v. ALTREE (STAFFORDSHIRE FINANCIAL CO., Claimants). 
Div. Court. 8th June. 


Birt or Sate—Varipiry—Appress or Grantee—Britis or Sate Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 43), 8. 9. 


This was an appeal from a county court, and the question was whether 
a bill of sale was void by reason of the address of the grantees being 
omitted. The material words of the bill of exchange were as follows: 
** This indenture made the 12th day of March, 1898, between Jobn 
Altree, of Triangle Farm, Chase Town, in the ish of Hammerwich, in 
the county of Stafford, farmer, hereinafter called ‘the borrower,’ of the 
one part, and the Staffordshire Financial Co. (Limited), hereinafter called 
‘ the lenders,’ of the other part.’’ Section 9 of the Bills of Sale Act, 
1882, provides that a bill of sale ‘‘ shall be void unless made in accordance 
with the form inthe schedule.’’ In the form referred to a blank is left for 
the address of the grantee. The county court judge held that the bill of 
sale was void. It was contended, on behalf of the appellants, that 
though it was neceseary in a bill of sale to give the address and 
description of the grantor there was no need to give the address or 
description of the grantee, and further, that even if an individual 
grantee had to give an address it was not necessary in the case of a 
limited liability company, because a company could be identified 
without an address. The following cases were cited to shew that, as lon 
as the variation from the form in the schedule was not a mate 
variation, the bill was not invalidated : Ex parte Stanford (17 Q. B. D. 259), 
Thomas v. Kelly (13 App. Cas., at p. 311), Lindfoot v. Pottett (1895, 5 Ch. 
825), Simmons v. Woodward (1892, App. Cas. 100), Murray v. Mackenzie 
(L. R. 10 ©. P. 625), Maugham v. Sharpe (34 L. J. C. P. 19), Parsons v. 
Brand (25 Q. B. D. 110), Simmons v. Trollope (1897, 1 Q. B. 24), Dolcini v. 
Dolcini (1895, 1 Q. B. 898), Smith v. Hammond (1896, 1 Q. B. 571), Shears 
v. Jacob (L. R. 1 ©. P. 513). It was contended that the address in the 
case of a company was mere surplusage inasmuch as it was not required 
for the purpose of identification. It was also contended that the use of 
the words ‘‘ in accordance with’’ the form, in section 9, instead of the 
word “‘in,”’ indicated that all that was required was that the bill should 
be substantially in the form provided. 

Tue Court (Day and Lawnrance, JJ.) dismissed the appeal, on the 
ground that the provision of section 9 of the Bills of e Act, 1882, 
together with the fact that in the form therein referred to a blank was 
left for the address of the grantee as well as for that of the grantor shewed 
that the address of the grantee should appear in the bill.—Counssz, J. 
B. Matthews ; Disturnal. Souicrrors, Smiles & Co.; L. W. Lewis § Sons, 
Walsall ; Pitman § Sons, for Barnes § Son, Lichfield. 


[Reported by C. G. Witsrauam, Barrister-at-Law. } 








Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re CLARK, Ex parte SCHULZE. C.A. 10th June. 


Banxrurtcy—Proor—Loan ny Wire to Hvussanp—Marrrep Women’s 
Prorgerty Act, 1882, s. 3. 


‘This was an appeal from the judgment of Wright, J., holding that the 
wife of the debtor was entitled to prove against the debtor’s estate for 
money lent by her to her husband. The case turned on the construction 
to be placed on section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, which enacts that ‘‘any money or other estate of the 
wife lent or entrusted by her to her husband for (the purpose of 
any trade or business carried on by him, or otherwiee, shall be treated as 
aseets of her husband’s estate in case of his bankruptcy, under reservation 
of the wife’s claim to a dividend as a creditor for the amount or value of 
such money or other estate after, but not before, all claims of the other 
creditors of the husband for valuable consideration in money or money’s 
worth have been satisfied.’’ The money in question was not lent by the 
wife to her husband for the purpore of his trade or business. The wife's 
proof was admittcd for voting purposes by the chairman at the first meet- 
ing of creditors. Wright, J., held that the proof was rightly admitted. 
One of the creditors appealed. 

Tue Court (A. L. Smiru, Riguy, and Vavenan Wituams, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. 

A. L. Smiru, L.J., said that the appellant’s contention in effect was 
that whenever a wife lent money to her husband and he became bank- 
rupt her claim must be postponed until all the other creditors had been 
satisfied. That construction of the section entirely ignored the words, 
“for the purpore of any trade or business carried on by him, or otber- 
wise.” The words “or otherwise ” did preeent a difficulty, but whatever 
their true meeting might te, it could not be that the limitation as to 
trade or business was tote cutout. In Ex parte Tidswell (85 W. R. 669) 
Cave, J., had to consider the meaning of the rection, and he eaid: “ I 
guess, rather than conclude, that the draftsman meant to say, ‘ any money 
of the wife lent by her to her husband for the purpose of any trade or 








business carried on by him, whether alone or in p with others, 
and whether personally or by an agent, &c.,’ and that he did not mean to 
say, ‘for the purpose of any trade or business carried on by him, or for 
the purpose of any other businese.’’’ His lordship did not say whether 
that euggested interpretation was the correct one, but he agreed with 
Cave, J.’s decision that the section did not apply when the money was 
lent by the wife for purposes other than those of the husband’s trade or 
business. It was said that Er parte Tidswell was in conflict with Re Tuff, 
Ex parte Nottingham (35 W. R. 567, 19 Q. B. D. 88), but that was not so, 
because in the latter case the wife’s proof was admitted, not againet her 
husband, but against a firm of which he was a member. 

Ricry and Vavcuan Wiurams, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal dismissed.— 
Counset, C. A. Russell, Q.C., and Hansell ; Upjohn, Q.C., and Frank 
Mellor. Souicitors; F. W. $¢ H. Hilbery ; Arnold § Henry White. 


| Reported by F. O, Rovixsoy, Barrister-at-Law.]) 





SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


14 June.—Ricuarp Armstrone (155, Fenchurch-street, London). 
14 June.—Witu1im Nort (Pudsey, Yorkshire) [facts to be submitted 
by solicitor in affidavit to Incorporated Law Society for reconsideration]. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orper or Court. 
Thursday, the 9th day of June, 1898. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Romer (1898—T.—No. 530). 
In re Thom, Baker & Company Limited 
Beatrice Huxtable (Widow) v. Thom, Baker & Company Limited and 
Harry Maconochie. Haussvury, O. 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
ANNIVERSARY Festiva. 


The thirty-eighth anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association was held on Wednesday at the Whitehall Rooms, Hotel 
Métropole, Mr. Joseru App1Ison taking the chair. Among the — 
were Mr. Reginald Brown, Mr Kneeshaw, J.P., Mr. G. B 
Browne, M.R.C.S., Mr. W. Allen, M.P., Mr. C. Bill, M.P., Mr. T. Skewes- 
Cox, M.P., Mr, E. A. Goulding, M.P., Mr. 0. J. B (Cheadle), Mr. 
Sidney Smith, Mr. C. E. Jones, Mr. H. Manisty, Mr. H. Morten Cotton 
(chairman of Board of Directors), Mr. W. Melmoth Walters, Mr. Henry 
Power, F.R.C.S., Mr. George P. Allen (Manchester), Mr. B. F. Hawksley, 
Mr, C. G. Boxall, C.B., Mr. J. Roger B. Gregory, Mr, Samuel Harris 
(Leicester), Mr. Alexander Neilson, Mr. Richard W. Tweedie, Mons. 
Rusteyko, Mr. H. J. Osborne (president Shropshire Law Society), Mr. 
Thomas Eggar (president Sussex Law Society), Mr. W. ©. H. Cross 
(president Bristol Law Society), Mr. J. Prior, Mr. J. A. C. Tanner, Mr. 

ames Turner, Mr. C. D. Kimber, M.A., Mr. L. F. Cotton, Mr. M. H. 
Cotton, Mr. 8S. G. Spreat, Mr. A. J. Vere Bass, Mr. A. 8S. yy Mr. 
R. 8. Taylor, Mr. Joseph Soames, Mr. F. Sheffield, Mr. G. Oarrick 
(Wisbech), Mr. N. Goddard Jackson, Mr. M. F. Monier-Williams, Mr. 
J. W. Howlett (Brighton), Mr. J. W. A. Calkin, Mr. Grantham R. Dodd, 
Mr. A. E. Timbrell, Mr. Wm. Addison, Mr. H. Bevir (Wootton Bassett), 
Mr. C. L. Smiles, Mr. W. J. Boycott, Mr. H Woodward, Mr. W. B. 
Harrison, Mr. Archibald Haubury, Mr. G. Roddam Burn, Mr. Roddam 
W. Burn, Mr. Frank M. Crisp, Mr. J. W. Crisp, Mr. W. J. D. Andrew, 
Mr. R. H. Purves, Mr. Henry Tyrrell, Mr. H. R. Tyrrell, Mr. G. E. 
Tyrrell, Mr. A. J. Harris, Mr. J. A. Coiline, Mr. Charles Burgin, Mr. E. 
Lambert Burgin, Mr. W. Howard Gray, Mr. E. Cleave, and Mr. J. E. 
Stephenson. 

‘he loyal toasts having been given from the chair and duly honoured, 

The CuarnMAN ‘*The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and 
may prosperity continue to attend it.” He said he was proposing that 
which was the chief toast of the indeed, it was the real occasion 
of their meeting, and he thought that this meeting spoke well for the 
merits of the c —— and for the generous support which it received. 
The association, in choosing its chairman on such occasions, differed from 
most societies. With its influence and with its objects, it would have no 
difficulty in placing in the chair one of — name or of distinguished 
attainments which might add power to words he should utter. Bat 
it choee one of its own members, ay fe wisely —that one 
ae ayy pede Meany the dangers and dificalties that 
way might acq w 
the. lanl path, and the sad results that awaited upon carly death or 
failure. It might be that to some—he aes 2 One 
might have been made emooth by those who gone before ; but to moet 
of them it bad not been so, and thore of them to whom some measure of 
succees had been accorded, how well they knew the difficulties and dangers 
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which they had to go through, how easy it was to take the wrong turning, 
what care was needed, how often that which looked tempting might lead 
to loss, how often that which had promised brightly had turned out to be 
an absolute failure. And when they thought of the young beginners who 
started upon that difficult path, inexperienced, eager to work, anxious per- 
baps to surround themselves with the comforts of a home, how could they 
but sympathize when in that struggle something which seemed tempting in 
business was entered upon and then the result was failure, something which 
promised them well but had not fulfilled that promise. Even with the 
best of efforts misfortune came, and came sometimes quite undeserved, 
and even when there had been no want ofcare. Then, too, there was the 
sad failure of health—want of strength to fight the battle of life. Or it 
might be that silent messenger which came to all, came all untimely to 
some new home and left, not only the vacant place, but left also 
wretchedness and want to those who remained. Those who administered 
this charity knew, as he thought all those who were present knew, that 
there was no sadder lot in life than that of the widow and family of the 
young professional man left unprovided for. He had no doubt that the 
appeals which reached the directors of the association wrung their hearts, 
and that were their resources many times what they are they would be all 
insufficient to reach the needs of the deserving applicants for help. He 
looked back now nearly to forty years when, emerging from his articles, 
he, with mapy young friends, Jooked upon an uncertain future, and it had 
been one of the pleasures of his life to meet in some corner of the country, 
in some old town, or it might be in some provincial president coming 
up year by year to join the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, and to 
grasp again the hand of those old friends made some thirty years ago, and 
to find that he had prospered. But there was a note of sadness—success 
had not been the lot of all one’s friends. Some were poor and stricken, 
and that which had been his experience he knew had been the 
experience of nearly all who had reached his years. To turn to the 
object of this society, and the efforts which it made to reach those who 
were in need: it was founded forty years ago by those whose motives and 
whose labours entitled them to a just meed of applause at the hands of the 
profession. It had always grown and prospered. In 1868, ten years after 
it was founded, there were 1,927 solicitors who were members of the 
association. In 1878 the number had grown to2,489. In 1888 there were 
3,198 members, and in 1898 there were 3,425 members. ‘There were, how- 
ever, 16,000 solicitors upon the roll, and he should greatly like to see that 
number extended. Then, in 1868 all the society was able to grant was 
£490. In{1878 that had grown to £2,445; in 1888 it had increased to 
£3,704, and last year the amount was £4,702. These figures, gratifying 
as they were, were not too large. He was sure it would be the wish of 
those present that he should tender a word of hearty thanks to their 
country friends. With all their local burdens, and the many claims upon 
them, they did most ungrudgingly and liberally support the association. 
He should like, too—and there he knew he should have their sympathy 
entirely—to say how much they were indebted to their directors and officers, 
and thoee by whom the affairs of the association were carried on. Their 
directors were among the busiest members of the profession, and they 
devoted to the work of this charity their time, their energy, their experi- 
ence in the most ungrudging and unselfish manner. The charity was 
admjnistered by them as he believed no other body of men could administer 
the charity of their profession. Their hearts, he had no doubt, were often 
troubled that they could do no more, but he was sure that those he was 
addressing would join with him in a hearty expression of gratitude to 
them all for the kind and excellent work they were doing. He did not 
that this year the usual level attained at this festival as regarded 
donations and subscriptions would be reached. Last year all ranks laid 
upon themselves heavy taxes and burdens, and this year he would not be 
surprised to find that the friends of the association were not able to 
support it to the extent they had done in other years. But a great debt 
of gratitude was due to those who had attended the festival to give the 
association their support. And here, again, he wished to say how much 
they were indebted to their country friends, many of whom had come 
with great inconvenience to themselves. And, amongst others, he 
was sure they would not think him invidious if he mentioned the 
name of their dear old friend Mr. Howlett as being one of their 
longest and best supporters. Even when he been suffering 
from ill-health he had always thought of the society, and it was a 
great pleasure to see that, he had gained a measure of strength. He (the 
chairman) trusted that all whom his words reached would, as far as they 
could, endeavour to induce those who did not already subscribe to the 
association to become annual subscribers, giving something yearly, how- 
ever small an amount it might be. Because it was the steady, unfailing 
income which was derived from subscriptions upon which the directors 
felt that they could really rely which was the mainstay gf the association. 
It was the fashion to say that we live in a cold and selfish world, but this 
association and its objects and many similar societies were standing 
protests against that slander, and he for one declared that throughout 
all his life he had enjoyed the greatest help and kindness, often unsought 
and unexpected, and he was sure his lot had been the lot of most of them. 
And that help and support was in their hearts, he was sure, to-night 
when they were thinking of the objects of the association. Not 
alone was it to those upon whom misfortune and sorrow might 
fall that disappointment came, but with each and all of them 
many bright hopes failed and many pleasing illusions were dispelled 
and much which seemed of fair promise turned out an empty show. But 
there was one light which shone upon our path which would never fail us 
and that was the light which shone through the good works and kindly 
purposes they were met to-night to support. It might be when they 
came to cease from their labours, and looked upon their past, that it 
would not be the victories they had won or any material success they had 





achieved the thought of which would be most pleasant to them, but the 
occasions when it had been in their power to help some struggling or 
fallen brother, to bring some help to a stricken home or to those left 
desolate, and the recollection that of those amongst whom they had lived 
and laboured there were some, he hoped it might be many, who would 
bear them in kindly memory. 

The toast was drunk upstanding and with enthusiasm. 

The Szcrerany (Mr. J. T. Scott) announced subscriptions and 
donations amounting to £892, amongst which were the following : The 
Chairman, £105; Mr. H. Morten Cotton (chairman of the Board of 
Directors), £50; St. Geo. H. Lewis, £50; Mr. J. W. Howlett (Brighton), 
£50; Mr. C. 8. Clarke (Brighton), £25; Mr. W. Melmoth Walters, £21. 

Mr. C. J. Broce proposed the health of “‘ The Houses of Parliament.’” 
He said that there was n> question there were some drawbacks in connection 
with the Houses of Parliament. Outsiders could not help seeing some slight 
imperfections, just as there were spots upon the sun; but he thought they 
would all agree that the Houses of Parliament would compare favourably 
with any representative body in the world, not only because it comprised 
great talent, not only that it was an assembly of a representative character, 
but for its generous appreciation of opponents, of which there wasan example 
in the tribute paid by both Houses on the death of a great statesman a few 
weeks ago. There was another point which among lawyers it was legitimate 
to mention, and that was that the legal element was particularly strong, as he 
hoped it always would be, in both Houses of Parliam-nt. History recorded 
that there was one occasion when a Parliament was tried without any lawyers, 
but the result of that experiment was well known, and he thought it would 
never be tried again. As lawyers they were indebied to the parliamentary 
labours of our legislators, for a part of their business would not exist if it 
were not for the extreme ingenuity with which the statutes were enacted, 
If it were not for the puzzles which were set by our legislators a good deal 
of the business of lawyers would not be; therefore they were in a position 
to drink the toast. The House of Lords acted as a drag which was 
occasionally very useful, and there were people sufficiently old-fashioned 
to say ‘‘ Thank God we have a House of Lords.” ‘The House of Lords was 
certainly strengthened, and its life was prolonged, by the accession of fresh 
blood which it continually received from the learned professions, and from the 
legal profession in particular. But for this he thought there would be a 
danger of the House of Lords stagnating; but it contained an immense 
amount of talent and it did an occasional signal service to the country. 

Mr. T. Sxewes-Cox, M.P., in returning thanks, said that the longer he 
was in the House of Commons the more he was impressed with the dignity 
of the House of Lords and the absolute necessity of having a second 
chamber. With regard to the House of Commons, of which there were 
three members present, it consisted of 670 members, of whom 139 were 
barristers, and, he regretted to say, only twenty-seven solicitors. This was 
far too few. If the House of Commons was to pass just, intelligent, and 
easily construed laws there must be more solicitors as its members. 

Mr. H. Manisry gave the toast, “The Bench and the Bar.” He said this 
was peculiarly appropriate, because as solicitors they knew more about the 
subject than those whose health he was proposing knew about it themselves. 
Solicitors were the constant critics of the bench and the bar, and every- 
thing they did was done in front of solicitors. He was sorry there was no 
member of the bench present; but that presented no difficulty, because: 
every member of the bench was a member of the bar, and continued a. 
member of the bar. It was a fortunate thing for the public and for 
solicitors and for the bar itself that this was so, because every member of 
the bench knew from his own experience the difficulties which were felt: 
and had to be dealt with by both solicitors and barristers. It was not, as: 
was the case in foreign countries, where a man commenced his career on the: 
bench, and knowing the difficulties, the occupants of the bench refrained! 
from making observations such as one heard of in connection with other 
countries. The bench and bar would compare with any bench and any 
bar in the whole world. But they were present as members of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association, and he should like to say one word upon that point 
with regard to the bar. The Barristers’ Benevolent Association was not so 
old as this, and he was not sure that its annual income was as large, but 
they might take alesson from the bar in individual kindness, individual bene- 
volence, and individual liberality, in which respect solicitors could not com- 
pare with the bar. He had been brought up in the atmosphere of the law 
from his earliest years,and he knew of cases where barristers had indi- 
vidually given their money and time and everything that was required to 
assist members of their own profession who were in need. He kaew ot 
instances where they had given liberally and, outsiders might think, with 
almost too lavish a hand. Although the Barristers’ Benevolent Association 
was not so old or so wealthy as was the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, . 
more had been dons by the bar possibly, until late years, for thos» ia need 
than by the solicitors’ branch. He had the greatest feeling of respect for 
the liberality of the bar. He had said that every member of the bench was 
a member of the bar, and every member of the bar carried in his brief 
the possibilities of the bench, and soevery member of the bar could respon 
for the bench. 

Mr. Reaivatp Bzown, in returning thanks, regretted that, owing to the 
dinner to the judges at the Mansion House, there was no member of the 
bench present. He considered the bar a noble and useful profession—it was 
certainly one of the most enlightened and learned of the professions. Its 
members possessed great privileges, the privilege of defending those who 
were in any way oppressed, the privilege of seeing that one’s party rights 
were adjusted in accordance with the ee of the country. It was alsoa 
splendid profession in that it opened great possibilities of success to every 
member. He was afraid there were few who attained to them, but they had 
the chance of positions of great success both socially and financially, At 
the same time, although it was a profession meriting that encomium, it was 
not all couleur de rose. The bar did not number, like the solicitors, 16,000 
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members, but more like 7,000, and of these, of course, only a small proportion, 
unfortunately, found the profession such a success as they waa wish it to 
be. Hence arose the necessity for a benevolent association, and it was 
modelled more or less on the lines of the Solicitors’ Bencev lcat Association. 
As had been rightly said, the Barristers’ Benevolent Association was a 
younger association, and its funds were less, but the necessity for it had 
been pressed upon the members of the bar. He hoped the two branches of 
the profession would always stand by one another. He objected to the term 
‘‘lower” branch, ana would prefer to say the other branch of the profession. 
He believed the motto, ‘‘ United wo stand, divided we fall,” might very well 
be applied to them. 

Mr. G. P. AuLen submitted the health of “The Incorporated and other 
Law Societies of England and Wales,” speaking of the value of the work 
done by the Incorporated Law Society for the profossion throughout the 
country. That the Incorporated Law Society did a great work he was in a 
position to assert, because, for one year, he had been an honorary member of 
the council consequent on his being President of the Manchester Law 
Society, and he bad had the opportunity of seeing what an enormous amount 
of work the couscil of the society got through. When they came to consider 
that the council was composed of gentlemen who were engaged in the most 
active pursuit of their profession, whose time was most precious, and who, 
notwithstanding that, gave all the time that was necessary for attending to 
the interests of the profession generally, they would agree that their services 
were deserving of all gratitude, as they were of the greatest benefit to 

ractitioners throughout the country. With regard to the law societies of 
‘ogland and Wales generally, they did iu the first instance what was right 
and proper in the interest of the profession generally in their own district. 
In the second place they had very iarge committees, the result being that 
they included, as a rule, the leading practitioners of the district. Asa conse- 
quence, a bond of fellowship was created which was of very great service not 
only to themselves, but also to all the practitioners in the district they had 
to control. When any point of importance arose which required to be 
decided it was referred to the committee of the society, who dealt with it; 
and the societies were of very great service to the profession. 

Mr. Tuomas Ecoar (president of the Sussex Law Society) returned thanks. 
He said the provincial law societies were greatly indebted to the Incorporated 
Law Society for the assistance and encouragement they received from the 
central authority. He was not sure that the provincial societies did all they 
could or all they might in the way of reciprocity. He thought they might 
do a little more sometimes to strengthen the hands of the central authority. 
When they thought what the Incorporated Law Society did for the profes- 
sion at large, it was a matter of astonishment that so comparatively small 
a proportion of the total number of solicitors on the rolls were members, 
He thought this was a matter that really ought to be remedied, and that 
they should do more by membership to support and —— the hands of 
the central society. He was afraid they got a little bit k in the country 
at all events, by leaving things to be attended to by the council in London. 
They looked after the interests of the country solicitors very well, but the 
country solicitors might help them more than they did. He could not sit 
down without speaking of Mr. Howlett, who was one of the greatest sup- 
porters of the Association, and it gave him great gratification that he 
was restored to health, 

The Cuatrman gave the health of “The Visitors.’’ He said they had 
amongst them two distinguished members of that great profession of 
medicine which was so closely associated with all works of charity, Mr. 
Hy. Power and Mr. Bukston Browne. He had been puzzling his brains as 
to which of the great professions, law or medicine, had been the greatest 
benefit to mankind. Without law and order man would be very little better 
than a savage, with no protection for home and property, and with no rights. 
Civilisation, as we understand it, could not exist. He was sure, therefore, 
that there was no greater blessing to any free nation than righteous law 
rightly administered. Then, on the other hand, what did we not owe to 
that great profession of medicine and to the great men who had devoted 
their lives to it? Whata splendid record was theirs of unwearied effort 
and great result! If they took only the discoveries they had made during 
the last century—there was that great discovery of anzsthetics, which had 
raved so much suffering and so many lives. Then there was that other 
discovery of antiseptic treatment, and, last, that strange discovery of those 
rays which seemed to search out all hidden secrets of the frame, and enabled 
surgeons to do what no one had thought possible. He for one thought that 
if we were to place high in the ranks of fame those conquerors who had 
brought destruction and death in their train, we ought to place as high in 
rank those whose labours had given health to the nations. He knew no 
nobler lot than that of the surgeon and the physician. They knew their 
labours were heavy and their anxieties many. ‘They had their daily reward 
in pain and suffering relieved, in health restored, in comfort brought to some 
troubled home, and he hoped they would believe that not only in this room, 
but universally, that to the noble profession to which they belonged, and 
all who laboured in it, unbounded gratitude and thanks were given. 

Mr. Hy. Powsr, F.R.C.S8., returned thanks. 

Mr. H. Morren Corton (chairman of the Board of Directors) proposed the 
health of “The Chairman.” He said that Mr. Addison attained the highest 
honour in the profession last year when he became president of the Incor- 
poraved Law iety. It was an exceptional year, and they had wanted a 
man to represent them, and they were most worthily represented by Mr. 
Addison. He had found time to devote himself to a charity which was of 
the greatest value to the professicn—the Victorian Pension Fund. He (Mr. 
Morten Cotton) had been a little behind tne scenes after the council had 
determined to hand the fund over to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
and he would assure them that no one could tell the pains Mr. Addison 
had taken about it. The fund amounted to £8,585, which was a very hand- 
some sum, and notwithstanding that it was raised last year, the funds of the 





done so, the amount collected in subscri in that year had been larger 
than it had been before. The secretary, Mr. Scott, who was a most able and 
excellent secretary and gave his heart and soul to the work of the associa- 
tion, cam» to him and thoaght they would get very little, ani he (Mr. 
Morten Cotton) was extremely surprised at the amount collected to-night, 
and tendered his thanks to the generous donors. The trasts of tho Victorian 
Pension Fuad were for the profession generally without reference to any 
particolar members. The Solicitors’ Benevolent Fand was adaunistered 
first to those who were its members, and afterwards for the general benefit 
of the profession. The funds were kept separate, and there was no difficulty 
whatever in their administration. But there was now the society which the 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association had for years been trying to get wo 
amalgamate with them, but unfortunately there were difficulties in the “~ 
That society was limited to the reliet of necessitous members of t 
profession in the metropolis and the vicinity. He hopei in tims the 
amalgamation would be brought about, and the fuqds would be combined, 
and so be administered with one set of machinery. ‘The cases which came 
before the directors grieved their hearts. ‘They had invested the Victorian 
Pension Fund, and it provided an income of £240 a year. This hai been 
divided into six pensions, two of £50 each, two of £25, and two of £20. 
The directors did all they could to select the most deserving cases, and this 
involved great trouble and labour. It was most distressing to see the cases 
that were brought before them. 

The toast was drunk u ding with musical honours and three cheers. 

The CuatmMAn, in acknowledging the compliment, said that he could 
desire nothing more in his professional career than that he should so pass 
through it as to be thought te occupy a worthy place in it. a itis: 

A selection of music was efficiently performei under the direction of 
Mr. Arthur Thompson, by Miss Bessie Grant, Master Willio Gammage, Mr. 
Walter Coward, Mr. Albert Jamos, .Mr. Arthur Thompson, Mr, Kobert 
Hilton ; accompanyist, Mr. J. Kift. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


A meeting of the directors was held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on ‘huraday, the 16th inst., Mr. Robert Josiah Pead in the chair. 
The other directors present were: Mr. C. Burt, Mr.S. J. Daw, Mr. L. 
Desborough, Mr. S. H. Hargrove, Mr. H. C. Nisbet, Mr. R. H. Peacock, 
Mr. Sidney Smith, Mr. J. Vallance, and Arthur Carpenter (secretary). A 
sum of £785 was distributed in grants of relief; two new members were 
admitted to the association ; and other general business transacted. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Srernzn Dowatt, formerly Assistant 
Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. He was the son of the Rev. Stephen 
Wilkinson Dowell, and was educated at Cheltenham College, Highgate 
School, and Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where, in tho year 1 he 
gained an honorary fourth class in law and history, and in the following 
aed took his degree. After leaving Oxford he was articled to Mr. R. 

ray, solicitor, of 99, Great Russell-street, and in June, 1863, was 
appointed Assistant Solicitor to the Board of Inland Revenue, a post he 
retained till August, 1896. Mr. Dowell was well known as the author of 
valuable works on the stamp laws and income and house taxes, and by his 
** History of Taxation and Taxes in England.” 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. F. H. Mettor, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder of 
Preston, in the place of Mr. H. W. Worsley Taylor, Q.C., resigned. 

Mr. Spencer Lancton Houtanp, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Associate of the Midland Circuit, in succession to the late Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Henry Arries, solicitor, of 10, Billiter-square, has been elected 
a Member of the Council of Haileybury College, in the place of the late 
Baron Dimsdale, deceased. 

Mr. Wiuram Campsett, advocate, of the Scottish Bar, has been 
appointed a Queen’s Counsel. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 


Mrs. Ex1za Morton, of “The Vinery,’’ Pleasant-road, Southend-on- 
Sea, Essex, widow, and proprietor of ‘‘The City Type Foundry,’’ No. 
167, Cit “send, aN deceased. om persons having knowledge of a 
will cule by the above-named Mrs. Eliza Morton are requested to com- 
municate with the un - Todd, Dennes, & Lamb, solicitors, 22, 
Chancery-lane, London, and Alexandra-street, Southend-on-Sea. 


GENERAL. 








The honorary of LL.D. was conferred by the eng: ey 
Cambridge on W: y on the Right Hon, Sir Nathaniel Li \ 
Master of the Rolls. 


It is stated that d the absence of Mr. Justice Wright on the 
Western Circuit, Mr. J Byrne will on Wednesdays, the 22nd and 
29th inst., take any urgent company cases for him. 

At the Bedford Quarter Sessions, on Tuesday, it was announced that 
Mr. J. T. Abdy, who had been Recorder of Bedford for twenty-eight 
years, tendered his resignation. 


The presentation to Mr. Justice Phillimore of the silver model of a 
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ship, subscribed for by the members of the bar —> the Admiralty 
Court, in commemoration of his recent elevation to the bench was to take 
place at the judge’s private residence at Eaton-place on Thursday last. 

During the hearing of a case in Mr. Justice Grantham’s court on 
Monday, says the Times, neither of the counsel briefed for the defendant 
were in court, and his lordship, on being informed that one of them was 
addressing a jury in another court, permitted the solicitor to cross- 
examine the plaintiff. 

The Dublin correspondent of the Times says that the secretary of the 
Incorporated Law Society has been informed that the Government intends 
to abandon the clause in the Solicitors (Ireland) Bill which legalised the 
appearance at petty session courts of clerks as representing public depart- 
ments in minor prosecutions. The concession is made in deference to the 
unanimous wish of the solicitors of Ireland. 

The judicial business of the House of Lords was resumed on 
Tuesday. The present list, says the Times, consists of twenty cases, of 
which thirteen are English and seven are Scotch appeals, there being none 
from Ireland. There are no less than twelve cases awaiting judgment at 
the hands of the law lords, among them being the betting appeal of 
Powell v. Kempton Park Racecourse Co, 

Among those who have accepted the invitation of the treasurer (Master 
Lewis Coward) and the benchers of Gray’s-inn to dine on Wednesday, 
the 22nd of June, are H.R.H. Prince Christian, the Duke of Richmond 
and Gordon, the Earl of Coventry, the Earl of Morley, and the Earl of 
Sine somal H.R.H. the Duke of Connaught will dine with his brother 
benchers on the same evening. 

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council resumed their sittings on 
Tuesday. There are, says the Times, 12 Indian appeals for hearing—viz., 
from Bengal 5, Allahabad 3, Oude 2, and Lower Burma and Bombay 
leach. A list of Colonial appeals to be heard will be issued later on. 
There are also 9 judgments in Indian and Colonial cases to be delivered, 
in addition to their lordships’ judgment on the special reference in relation 
to the scheme of the Charity Commissioners in regard to St. Paul’s School, 
the arguments in which were heard in June, 1896. 

During the hearing of a special jury case last week, Mr. Justice 
Grantham eaid that he was sorry to inconvenience the gentlemen of the 
jury and the learned counsel and others, but an application had just been 
made to him to take a holiday to-day because there was no court for him 
to sitin. However, he thought it more important that work should be 
done even if there was inconvenience, and he proposed to sit to-day in his 
own room to take special jury cases. He thought it his duty to do so, 
and he hoped that it would make someone alter {this ‘enormous building, 
as the present state of things was a perfect scandal. He might add that 
on the previous day two judges, who would have formed a Divisional 
Court, were not sitting because there was no court for them. 

Call-night during the present Trinity Term (the 22nd inst.) will, says 
the Westminster Gazette, be memorable for Lincoln’s-inn, as, with its list 
of forty-four proposals, it once more leads the four Inns of Court in 

int of numbers—a position which has latterly been enjoyed by the 
nner Temple. The two Temples (Inner and Middle) between them only 
muster fifty-seven, thirteen falling to Gray’s-inn. The parentage of the 
candidates, which is screened in the dining-halls of the Inne, reveals all 
sorts and conditions of men. Only 12 per cent. of the entire number— 
113—of those desirous of joining the charmed circle of gentlemen of the 
long robe are the sons of barristers, and one solicitor forsakes the one 
branch for the other. 

At the rising of the court on Wednesday Mr. Justice Byrne, addressing 
the bar, said : Mr. Ward, the senior registrar, is sitting to-day for the last 
time preparatory to the retirement which he has so well earned, and I 
should not like him to go without thanking him for the courtesy and 
assistance which he has always afforded me, both at. the bar and since I 
have been on the bench. I believe I am expressing the sentiments of the 
whole of the Chancery bar in wishing him happiness in his retirement. 
Mr. Warmington, Q.C., the senior Queen’s Counsel present, said he 
should like to associate himse)f and his brethren with what his lordship 
had said. The bar, especially the juniors, stood in a peculiar position 
towards the registrar, and the junior bar had been saved much anxiety 
and trouble by Mr. Ward. He did not think any member of the bar had 
ever applied to the registrar without receiving the greatest kindness and 
assistance. He hoped Mr. Ward would live many years to enjoy his well- 
earned repore. Mr. N. Ward bowed his acknowledgments. 

The following officers and standing committees have recently been 
appointed by the General Council of the Bar: Chairman—Mr. H. H. 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., M.P.; vice-chairman, Mr. Joseph Walton, Q.C. ; 
Executive Committee—Mr. E. Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., Mr. William 
Pickford, Q.C., Mr. Vernon R. Smith, Q.C., Mr. William Graham, Mr. 
T. T. Methold, and Lord Robert Cecil; Professional Conduct Committee 
—Mr. F. A. Bosanquet, Q.C., Mr. J. F. P. Rawlinson, Q.C., Mr. O. Leigh 
Clare, M.P., Mr. C. F. Gill, Mr. Yarborough Anderson, Mr. H. D. 
Bonsey, and Mr. R. F. Norton; Business and Procedure Committee—Mr. 
Montague Crackanthorpe, Q.C., Mr. F. O. Crump, Q.C., Mr. G. Pitt 
Lewis, Q.C., Mr. C. Swinfen Eady, Q.C., Mr. English Harrison, Q.C., 
Mr. E. W. Garrett, and the Hon. Frank Kussell; Court Buildings Com- 
mittee—Mr. C. M. Warmington, Q.C., Mr. E. L. Levett, Q.C., Mr. H. 
Bargrave Deane, Q.C., Mr. J. E. H. Benn, Mr. T. R. Bridgwater, Mr. 
Lancelot Sanderson, Mr. Guy Stephenson. 

In proposing the toast of ‘‘ The Profession of the Law ’’ at the Mansion 
House banquet on Wednesday, Viscount Esher said that this was the 
thirtieth year at which successively he had been present at this dinner, 
but this was the first time that he had been asked to meet her Majesty’s 
judges. He had been asked to propose ‘‘ The Profession of the Law,’’ 

ut he thought they had already heard enough about the law. But what 
law? Was it that of the House of Lords? Well, he often did not under- 
stand it. Was it that which was administered by Sir F. Jeune: Well, 





that part of the law he detested. Was it the law of the Court of Appeal ? 
Of that he was too modest to speak. He could, therefore, only assume 
the position of a sort of advocate of them all—solicitors and bar as well. 
The one feature of our system which he desired to preserve was the absolute 
independence of judges and counsel alike. That independence had 
recently been strikingly manifested, not in this country, but in one of the 
Queen’s dependencies, by a glorious act of which the profession might 
reasonably be proud. In coupling the toast with the Attorney-General, 
he said there never was a better Attorney-General. 

The fifteenth report of the Comptroller of Patents, Designs, and Trade 
Marks has been published. It states that the applications for patents in 
1897 numbered 30,958, of which about 6,000 were for inventions connected 
with cycling. This number represented an increase of 765, or 2°5 per 
cent., as compared with an increase in the year 1896 of 5,131, or 20°5 per 
cent. The total number of specifications received in 1897 showed an 
increase of 1,862, or 4:9 per cent., upon those of 1896, and this was the 
normal rate of increase. When the Patents Act of 1883 first came into 
force, and the initial fees were reduced from £25 to £4, it was thought 
probable that the average value of the patents granted would be 
diminished in a corresponding degree, es trivial inventions, upon which 
formerly it had not been worth while to pay high fees, would in future be 
made the subject of patents. The accuracy of this presumption could 
now to some extent be tested, and it appeared that the percentage of 
sealed patents which ran for fourteen years had fallen from 6 to 4°5 per 
cent. Of foreign applications, the largest number came from Germany 
and the United States of America, which contributed 2,459 and 3,084, as 
against 2,172 and 2,725 respectively in 1896. Japan, from which no 
applications were received in 1896, sent five in 1897, the same number as 
in 1895; but China, from which nine were received in 1896, sent only 
three. The total number of applications for the registration of trade- 
marks during the year (including 100 applications to the Cuilers’ 
Company of Sheffield) was 10,624, as compared with 9,466 applications in 
the previous year. During the same period 3,695 trade-marks were 
advertised, and 3,358 trade-marks registered. 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 

June 20.—Messrs. Atrrep Savitri & Son, at the Mart, at 1, a Valuable Freehold Resi- 
dential Property known as Moor Hall, Harlow, Essex, comprising a very substantially 
built and most comfortable Family Mansion, containing 20 bed and dressing-rooms, a 
very fine library, picturesque park and woodland ; the whole aoe an area of 
— 123 oe Solicitors, Messrs. Pemberton & Cope, London. (See advertisement, 

une 4, p. 5. 

June 20,—Messrs. Grant, Waie.tpon, & Co., at the Mart, at 1, the Beneficial Lease of 
the Shop and House, No. 47, Addison-road North, Holland Park, two doors from Hol- 
land Park-avenue. Solicitors, Messrs. Wilson, Wallis, & Co., London.—The corner 
House, No, 289, Cornwall-road, aoe a, —— £75 per annum. Solicitors, 
Mersrs. Bannister, Williams, & Ram, London. (See advertisements, June 4, p. 9.) 

June 20.—Messrs. WEATHERALL & Green, at the Mart, at 1, in One Lot, Eight Freehold 
Houses, one with shop, at Dartford, producing £145 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Wm. Slark & Co., London,—Detached Residence known as Gladesmuir, Upper Rich- 
mond-road, Mortlake, value £65 per annum ; also the nearly similar Residence, let at 
£52 10s. per annum.—Detached Residence, 305, Seven Sisters-road, Stamford-hill.— 
The Residence, No. 1, Taviton-street, Gordon-square, of the estimated value of £130 

T annum; possession on completion of the purchase. Solicitor, W. B. Styer, Esq., 
mdon. (See advertisements, June 4, p. 6.) 

June 21.—Messrs, BeapgeL, Woop, & Co,, at the Mart, at 2, Freehold Residential Estate 
in the parish of Hunsdon, about 20 miles from London, comprising a moderate-sized 
mansion, picturesquely situate in a well-timbered park, comprising an area of 938 
acres. Solicitors, Messrs. Upton, Atkey, & Co., London.—Freehold Residential Estate, 
known as Hargrave, half a mile from Stanstead Station on the Great Eastern Rail- 
way main line, comprising a modern mansion, standing in a beautifully timbered 
park, surrounded by pleasure grounds, comprising 72 acres, Solicitors, Messrs, John- 
sons, Long, & Williamson, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. 5). 

June 21.—Messrs. Denennam, Tewsoyn, Farmer, & Brrpcewarer, at the Mart, at 2, 
Residential Property at Shooter’s-hill, Kent, of about 4} acres, comprising Residence 
on two floors, with lofty rooms; held from the Crown for about 67 years unexpired, 
at a moderate rent. Solicitors, Messrs. Clarke, Rawlins, & Co., London.—Freehold 
Family Residence, Buxton House, Snaresbrook, with charming old gardens about an 
acre in extent, about half a mile from Snaresbrook Station. The property has lo 
frontages abutting on the Forest, which might be utilized for the erection of additio 
residences, Solicitor, Charles G. Scott, Esq., London.—Bijou Town House, Portman- 
street, Portman-square; held direct from the Portman Estate. Solicitor, H. R. A. 
Maclean, Esq., Londun.—Freehold Town House, Charles-street, Berkeley-square ; let 
at £450. Solicitors, Messrs. Dawson, Bennett, & Ryde, and Messrs. Marson, Son, & 
Haigh, London. (See advertisements, June 4, p. 2.) 

June 22.—Messrs. Doveias Youre & Co., at the Mart, at 2, Two Freehold Houses, at 
Chadwell Heath, Essex, a short distance from the station, producing £39 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Gard, Hall, & Rook, London.—A Block of Shop Property, known 
as Nos. 14 to 17, Tower-street, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C ; all let, ee a 
total of £330 16s. per annum.—A Leasehold House, Gilmore-road, Lewisham, rental 
£26 per annum ; Tooman Residence, Brooke-road, Stoke Newington, let at £36 
per annum ; Leasehold Weekly House, Kimberley-road, Clapham, producing £41 
per annum. Messrs. Brighton & Lemon, London.—Four Weekly Houses at Wands- 
worth, producing £182 perannum. Solicitors, Messrs. Mann & Crimp, London. (See 
advertisements, June 4, p. 5.) ’ 

June 22.—Messrs. Exiis.& Sox, at the Mart, at 2, Two Leasehold Town Residences, 
held direct from the Portland Estate, situated in Harley-street. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Farrer & Co., London, (See advertisement, this week, p. 536.) 

June 23 and 24.—Messrs. Stimsox & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 o’clock each day, Two Days’ 
Sale of Freehold Ground-rents, Euston-road, St. Pancras, amounting to £1,597 9s. per 
annum, with early reversions. Solicitors, Meesrs. Tyrrell Lewis, Lewis, & Broadbent, 
London. (See advertisement, June 4, p. 10 ) 

June 23.—Messrs. Fanesroruer, Eviis, Eoxrton, Breacn, Gatswortay, & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2, valuable Freehold Property, situated at the corner of Gray’s-inn-road and 
Harrison-street. Solicitors, Messrs. Paines, Blyth, & Huxtable, London. (See ad- 
vertisement, this week, p. 586.) 

June 23.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore, at the Mart, at 2, Two Leasehold Houses at Pad- 
dington, let at £103 per annum ; Four Freehold Houses in Whitechapel-road, let at 
£100 per annum. Solicitor, D. A. R in, Esq., London —Freehold Shop, Station- 

road, Plaistow, let at £33 per annum ; the Fiveadjoining Dwelling-houses, let at £130 

per annum; Five Freehold Dwelling-houses, let at £115 per annum. Solicitors, 

Messrs. Freeman & fons, London.—Five Leasehold Houses in Abbey-lane, Stratford, 

let at £78 annum; Freehold Dwelling-house, at Plaistow, let at £13 per annum. 

Solicitor, Robert T. Wragg, Eeq., London.—Leasehold Houses, 25 and 26, South- 








grove, Mile End-road, let at 10s. each per week; the Leasehold Corner Premises, Bt. 
Georye’s-street, E. Solicitor, Charles Wind, Esq., London. (See advertisements, 
June 4, p. 8.) 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. | 


Rota or Recistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 
Mr. Justice 












Date Appzat Court Mr. Justice 
af No. Norra. Srievixe. 
20 Mr. Rolt Mr. Pugh 
Godfrey Lavie Leach 
Rolt Pugh Beal 
Godfrey Lavie Leach 
Rolt Pugh Beal 
Godfrey Lavie Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicn. Romer. Braye 
Monday, June ... Mr. Pemberton Mr. King Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday .........- Ward Farmer 
Wednesday..... Pemberton King 
a Ward Farmer 
OS Pemberton King Jackeon 
Baturday..........cc0e----sesee08D Ward Farmer i 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 
Szconp Epition. 

The following Judges will remain in Town :—Kennepy, J., and Bicuam, 
J., during the whole of the Circuits; the other Judges till their respective 
Commission Days. 

Nortce.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken on the 
first working day ; in other cases the note appended to the name of the 
Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business will not be 
taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges go there will be 
no alteration in the old practice. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1898. 
(Continued from p. 561.) 


FROM THE OHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVOROE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND SfANNARIES COURTS, 


(Final List.) 
1898, 


In re Perry Almshouses Charity, Winterbourne, Gloucestershire In re 
Charitable Trusts Act, 1853 to 1894, and Local Government Act, 1894 
app of Charity Commissioners for England and Wales from order of 
Mr. Justice Stirling, dated Feb 2, 1898 April 26 

In re Mary Ross Charity & Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894 app of 
the Churchwardens of the Parish of Hatfield from order of Mr. Justice 
North, dated July 10, 1897 (restored by order) 

In re Beckett Kett v Harrison app of defts A J Harrison & ors from 
order of Mr. Justice North, dated Feb 2, 1898 April 26 

Stainton v Hornsey “pp of deft from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated 
March 2, 1898 April 27 

The Alcoy & Gandia Ry & Harbour Co, ld v Greenhill app of defte 
co, See & Co from order of Mr. Justice Stirling, dated April 14, 
1898 2 

In re Calontt & Elvin’s Contract & V & P Act, 1874 app of T J Elvin 
from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich, dated March 31, 1898 April 29 

In re Norton Norton v Dawson app of plt from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated April 5, 1898 April 30 

In re Wheelock Wheelock v Medina & ors SPP of plts C H from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated December 21, 1897 (security ordered) 
May 3 


In re Registered Trade Marks, ‘Nos 27,850 & 72,790 of John Batt & Co 


& 

Patents, Designs, & Acts app of John Batt & Co from order of Mr 
Justice Romer, dated April 21, 1898 (order not perfected) May 3 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890, & in re The New English Bank 
of the River Plate, 1d app of BS Guinness from order of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated April 21, 1898 May 4 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld v New Ixion Tyre and Cycle Co, ld 
app of plts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 4, 1898 (order 
not perfected) May 7 

Hamilton v Major “pp of plt from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
May 5, 1898 May 

Fieldon v Mayor, &c., of Morley app of plt from order of Mr Justice 
Byrne, dated April 28, 1898 May 16 

In re Clegg Colepeperv Colepeper app of dfts J Knight and anr from 
order of the President of Probate, &c, Division (sitting, &c) dated 
May 4, 1898 (order not perfected) May 16 

Jacob v Jacob “pp of plt from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated April 
5, 1898 May 16 

In re Whalley Stables v Whalley 8p of H Inchbold & ors from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated A . 1898 May 17 

In re St John & Brako’s Contract & V & P Act, 1874 app of EH E St 
John from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 12, 1898 (order 


not perfected) May 17 

Morley v Stanley app of plt from order of President of the Probate, 
Divorce, & Adi ty Division (sitting, &c.), dated April 6, 1898 
(order not perfected) May 18 

Todd v Amyot app of plt from order of President of the Probate, 
Divorce, & Admiralty Division (sitting, &c), dated April 1, 1898 (order 
not oo May 19 

Lord tv Viscount Clifden app of dft Viscount Clifden from order 
of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 1, 1898 May 19 

In re Worrall Worrail v Stuart app of plt from order of Mr Justice 
North, dated March 3, 1898 May to 

The New Ixion Tyre, &c, Co, ld vSpilebury app of dfts from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 10, 1898 (order not perfected) May 


19 

In re The Stockport Ragged Industrial, &c, Schools app of Charit; 
sag &c from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated ack 17, 1898 

ay 

In re White Cridland vy White app of dft E J White from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated March iL 1898 a? 20 

Darley v Beswick app of plt from order of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes 

(sitting, &c) from order, dated Feb 16, 1898 May 20 

Ecclesiastical Commrs, &c v Pinney “Pp of plts from order of Mr Justice 
a (sitting, &c), dated May 13, 1898 (order not perfected) May 


In re Protheroe & Phillips’ Contract & V & P Act, 1874 app of F L 
Phillips from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated April 22, 1898 May 


In re Roworth Featherstone v Featherstone p of dfts M A Feather- 
stone & ors from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Feb. 24, 1898 May 


23 

In re The Hille India Rubber Cold Hille v The Hille India Rubber Co 
ld app of pit Heinrich Hille from order of Mr Justice Wright, dated 
March 24, 1898 (order not perfected) May 23 

In re Grindley Clews v Grindley app of plt from order of Mr Justice 
ee os yon — _ 25 

eau V Heath app of plt from o of Mr Justice Bigham (sitting, & 

dated May 23, 1898 (order not 25 waite yor 
Kingwell v MacAndrew app of plt from order of Mr Justice Bigham 





(sitting, &c), dated May 20, 1898 (order not perfected) May 27 
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In re The South Beach Land & Building Corpn, ld, & Co’s Acts app of 
O R Owen and anr from order of Mr Justice Wright, dated May 4, 1898 


May 27 
In re Craddock & Luck’s Contract & V & P Act, 1874 app of vendors, 
E Craddock & ors, from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated May 13, 
1898 (order not perfected) May 27 
Kennedy v Goad app of deft from order of Mr Justice Nortb, dated May 
23,1898 May 27 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1897. 
Trent Cycle Cv, ll v Davis app of dft from jadgt of Mr Justice Philli- 
more, dated Dac 20, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Jan 12 
Mayor, &¢ of the Boro’ of Thetford v County Uouncil of Norfolk app of 
plts from judgt of Mr. Justice Wills, dated Dec 12, 1897, at trial 
without a jury and cross notice of respts, dated March 18, 1898 Jan 21 

W Bartlett v H Mears & M A Box (trading, &c, as M A Box & Co) 
(Crown Side) app of plt from judgt of Justices Day & Lawrance, dated 
Jan 19, 1898 Jan 27 

W Bartlett v W A Pearson & M A Box (trading, &c, as M A Box & Co) 
(Crown side) app of pit from judgt of Justices Day & Lawrance, dated 
Jan 19,1898 Jan 27 

Stirling Cycle Works v Bowden & ors app of plt from judgt of Mr 
Justice Kennedy, dated Jav 18, 1898, ata trial without a jury, Middle- 
sex Jan 28 

Pettick Bros (respts) v The County Council ef Dorset (applts) (Crown side) 
app of appits from judgt of Justices Day & Lawrance, dated Jan 14, 
1898 Jan 28 

New London Credit Syndicate 1d v Neale&ors app of plts from judgt of 
of Mr Justice Darling, dated Jan 15, 1898, ata trial without a jury, 
Middlesex Feb 3 

The Queen v London County Council (Crown side) app of Commrs from 
judgt of Justices Day & Lawrance, dated Jan 11, 1898 Feb3 

Walker v Tafft app of dft from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice, dated 
Dec 18, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 4 

The Attorney-(ieneral v The Right Hon Earl Grey (Revenue) app of dft 
=. judgt of Justices Grantham & Channell, dated Dec 13, 1897 

e 

Syer vAlder app of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated Jan 
21, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb5 

Cole v Essex & aur app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated 
Jan 24, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 8 

Simcoe v Pethick (Crown Side) app of dft from judgt of Justices Day & 
Lawrance, dated Jan 14,1898 Feb 9 

Dymock v Showell’s Brewery Cold & anr app of dfts from judgt of Mr 
— Kennedy, dated Jan 12, 1898, at trial without a jury, Liverpool 


Fe 
The London & Universal Bank Jd (in liquidation) vy Sabow & Cv app of 
dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated Jan 12, 1898, at trial 
withouta jury, Middlesex Feb 11 
A C Watson v J H Holmes (Crown Side) app of plt from judgt of 
Justices Grantham and Channell, dated Dec 17, 1897 Feb 11 
CE Reynolds, &c (next friend) v H L Holloway (Crown Side) app of 
oe judgt of Justices Day & Lawrance, dated Jan 18, 1898 
e 
The City of London Brewery Co ld, applts v The Commrs of Inland 
Revenue, respts (Revenue) app of applts from judgt of Justices Gran- 
tham and Channell, dated Dec 14,1897 Feb 12 
Bonner & anr v Tottenham & Edmonton Permanent Investment Building 
Soc app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Ohannell, dated Feb 7, 1898, 
at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 12 
Crane v Bevan (Sheppard, 3rd party) app of dft from jdgt of Mr 
ae Channell, dated Feb 9, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
e 
Bennett (wife, &c) v Slater & anr app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice 
—-” dated Jau 26, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 
eb 15 
Brown v Sharpington app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Chanuell, dated 
Jan 25, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 17 
Taylor & anrvGeary app of deft from jdgtof Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
Feb 8, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb 18 
Boaler v Wertheimer, Lea, & Co app of plt in person from jdgt of The 
Lord Chief Justice, dated Feb 1, 1898, at trial with special jury, Middle- 
eex (security ordered) Feb 22 
Rolls v Prell & ors app of dfts from jdgt of MrJustice Mathew, dated 
Feb 16, 1898, at trial without a jury, Middlesex Feb,23 
Tregillus v Spillers & Bakers 1d app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice 
ae sr dated Feb 10, 1898, at trial with epecial jury, Winchester 
€ 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Trinity Srrtes, 1898. 
Before Mr. Justice Nortn. Smith v Bridgwater act 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). | Blair v Fuller’s ld act 
Shaw v Holland act - A Lawes 1d v Goodchild act 
In re Graydon’s Patents, No 18,007 | South African Republic vy La Com- 


of 1893 & No 16,927 of 1894 ptn pagnie Franco-Belge du Chemin 
entered in Witness List de ferdu Nord, & act 








Zumbeck v Bradford act 

Stedman v _——— act & m f j 

TP Lee & Cold vTPLee act 

Paine v Clements act 

Weymes v Koollys act &mf j 

In re Elliott Milnes v Hare act 

T E Brinsmead & Sons ld v Lomax 
act,& mf j 

Kemp v Lowenfeld act 

Pankhurst v Reed act 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v 
Wedge Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 
act 

Bolton v Hall act 

Smith vSbarp act 

Cox v Manuelle act 

Tanton v Bull act 

Urban District Council of Chiswick 
vArnold (J Whitaker 3rd party) 
act 

Irvine v Irvine & Cold act 

Ross v‘Caseley act 

Atkins v King act (not before 
July 4) 

Schwarz v Cape Colonization Co ld 


act 
Maison Helbronner ld v Duveen 


act 

The Provident Clerks’, &c Assoc v 
Wilson act &mfj 

Macarthur v Macarthur 
counter-claim 

Chapman v Barnett act 

Dunbar v Dunbar act 

Whittle v Morris act 

Walcott v Walcott act 

Curre v Chepstow Water Co act 

The Manchester Ship Canal Co v 
Company of Proprietors of Roch- 
dale Canal act 

Akeroyd v Morley act & counter- 
claim 

Roche v Hobson act & m fj 

Fleming v Loe act & counter- 
claim 

Dingle v Coppen Coppen v Dingle 
act & counter-claim 

Holland v_ Chelsea Electricity 
Supply Cold act without plead- 
ings 

Cox v Borthwick act 

Wright v Davies act 

Fitzgerald v Bransom, Kent, & Co, 
ld act 

Chinnock v Rural District Council 
of Hartley Wintney act (plead- 
ings to be delivered) 

Figgess v Same act (without 

leadin 


P 

Phillips . Same 
pleadings) 

Chandebois v Burry act 

Royal Sovereign Gold Mining Co, 
ld v King act against dit TH 
Davis 

Smith v Devon & Exeter Turkish 
Bath Cold act 

Pilley v Shaw act (without plead- 


ings) 
The Earl’s Court Hotels ld v Evans 


act & 


act (without 


act 

The Tachytype Manufacturing Oo 
Incorporated v The Monotype 
Machine British Patents Syndi- 
cate ld act 

In re The Truffault Cycle & Tube, 
&c, Co ld & Co’s Acts motn 
entered in Witness List 

Barnett v Meekin act 

The Salt Union, 1d v Davis’ 
Chlorine Proces:e3, ld act 

Wickham v Ogilvy act 

Hart v Brie act 

Parr v General Investors’ Syndi- 
cate, ld act 

Weston v Sewell act 

Wells v Schofield act 

In re Sheba, Queen, &c & Co’s Acts 


motn entered in witness list by 


order 


United, &c Tea Co, ld v Lipman 


act 
Miller & Aldworth v Sharp act 


Chadburn v Bladon act 

Sellars v Dalley act 

Gellygaer School Board v Llangy- 
nider School Board act 

King v St Martin's Syndicate, ld 


act 

Fitch v Callingham act 

Smith v Rickard act 

Nowell v Allen act 

Wright v Stanfield act 

Saccharin Corpn ld v Haines, Ward 
&Co act 

Turnbull v Halford act (Sunder- 
land D kh) 

The Phenix Metal Die, &c, Co ld 
v The Bostwick Gate & Shutter 
Cold act 

C de Murrieta & Co ld v Mendel 
act 

Mendess v Benjamin 
counter-claim 

Morgan v Owens act &mfj 

Sharp v Sharp act set down with- 
out pleadings 

Hinton v Whittle act 

J & W Nicholson & Cold v Keene 
act & counter-claim 

Hunter v Lamb act & counter- 
claim 

Hannan’s Brownhill Central Gold 
Mines ld v the Croesus South 
United Gold Mines ld act 

James v Richardson act 

Barwell v McMahon act 

Rosherville Gardens Co ld v Cur- 
nock act 

Stodart v Nursey act 

Nutt v Easton act 

Melin v Lesty act 

British Motor Co ld v Burgess 
Cycle Cold act 

Gordon v Wright act 

Roberts v Gwyrfai District Council 
act 

Parker v Everett act 

Bear v Payne act 

Leigh v Fenwick & Co act 

Arnold v Northamptonshire Union 
Bank ld act 

Plummer v Hawkins act 

Livesay v Patent Gas Enrichment 
Syndicate ld act 

Coulthard v Whitstable 
Fishery Co act 


act and 


Oyster 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 

Watson v Bawes act 

Girling v Girling act \ 

Trustee of J M Corderoy v Mat- 
thews act & motn for judgt 

Goode v Higgs act (short) 

In re Applications of J Crossfield & 
Sons, id, Nos 204,165 & 204,302, 
& In re Oppositions by Lever 
Bros, ld, Nos 2,656 & 2,658 & 
Patents, &c, Acts motn ordered 
to go into Non-witness List 

Chowne v Cutler act &mfj 

Wheatley v Rainsford m f j (short) 


Adjourned summonses. 
In re Simpson Ramsay v Oxley 
Inre Webb Knvllysv Venn 
Inre McAlpin Magginson v Pater- 

son 

In re Wilson Cooke v Wilson 
Inre Lamb Clough v Arnold 
Worsey v Baxter 
In re Garnault 


Garnault v Gar- 


nault 

The Whiteley Exerciser ld ¥ 
Gamage 

In re Emery Mollett v Mollett 

In re Gray Dusantory v Gray 

In re Allen Bassett v Allen 

Inre Tucker Tucker v Tucker 

In re Pickworth Snaith v Parkin- 


s0n 
In re Williams Williams v White 
In re Whiteley St Paul v Robin- 


802 
In re Westwood Bunting v West- 
wood 
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In re Grove Grove v Bramstein 

In re Ellis Ellis v Nicholls 

In re Dixon Raimbach v Dixon 

Coleman v an 

In re Blackler Blackler v Blackler 

In reClark Brown v Harkness 

In re Wooler Wooler v Wooler 

In re Gundry Inre Mills Mills v 
Gundry 

Inre Gundry Mills v Mills 

In re G Mardoch, &c 

Inre Day Day v Sprake 

Inre Meeson InreGeere Stokes 
v Geere 

In reProcter Procter v Ellis 

In re Joseph Davis’ Charity, &c 

In re Gray Gray v Gray 

In re Rae Ferguson v Smith 

In re Drage D v Drage 

In re Waters & Nelson & V & P 
Act, 1874 

Evans v Newfoundland Ry Co 

In re Hall’s Settlement and Settled 
Land Act 

Inre Wait Hopper v Fox 

In re Elger v Elger 

Ta re tan & Settled Land Acts 
Jones v International Water & 
Sewage Purification Co, ld (to 
come on with fur con) 

In re Cullum Cullum v Cullum 

In re Spencer Bennett v Lund 
(not before June 23) 

Walters v Wyand 

In re White Walters v Gladwin 

In re Swinscow Swinscow v Swins- 


cow 
Record v Hill 
Inre Amey Harvey v Amey 
InreAmey Amey v Harvey 
In re Atkinson Northcote v Atkin- 


son 
In re The Arauco Co, ld Heming 
v Arauco Co, ld Tiarks v Same 
In re Camfield Parrott v Camfield 
Parrott v Payne 
re Dunshee Griffiths v Griffiths 
accharin Corpn, ld v Bratby v 
Hinchliffe, ld 
In re Robinson Fletcher v Hume 


In re Roberts Williamson v 
Palmer 
In re Randle Friswell v Martin 


In re Williamson Williamson v 
Winterburn. 


Further Considerations. 

In re Cocker Holcombe v Hol- 
combe fur con 

In re Tottenham Tottenham v 
Tottenham fur con adjd from 
chambers 

In re Hampson Hurst v Hampson 
fur con (short) 

In re Parkinson Greenwood v 
Topham fur con (plt dead) 

In re W Clover ld Little v W 
Cloverld fur con 

Bartlett v Bartlett fur con 

In re Cotterill Goodman v Scho- 
field fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Strr.ine. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Neave v Duke of Kichmond act 
In re A Christie’s Trusts & Trustee 
‘-. petn entered in Witness 


Kane v T Guest & Co act 
The Vacuum Qil Co v Hollway 


act 
The Silkstone & Haigh Moor Coal 
Cold v Edey act 
Brown v Harley act 
Cooke v Ackroyd act 
Peters v Owen act 
Owen v Peters act 
Williams v London & North- 
Western Ry Co act 
Wood v Middleton act (remitted 
from County Court of White- 
haven) 
Barker v Oakden act 


Bankes Price v Owen act 

Lloyd v Powell act 

Mansell v Mansell act 

Terry v Brickwell act 

Sleeman vCragoe act 

sy & American Machinery Co, 

v Hirshowitz act 

Bennett v Collins act 

Martin v Martin act 

Catling v Barnett act 

In re W Owen’s Patent, No 12,368 
of 1896 petn ordered to go into 
witness list 

Basset v Graydon act 

Doolette v Coolgardie Mint, &c Co, 
ld act & counter-claim 

The City & Home Counties, &c 
Building Soc v Came act & 
motn for judgt (transferred from 
Kekewich, J) 

Same vSame act &m fj 

May v Robert Church & Roberts 
act (security ordered) 

Frederick v Young act & counter- 
claim 

Cooper v Laurence act &mfj 

Simms v Salomons act 

Still v Cook act 

Russell v Yo act 

Chingford Syndicate, ld v Andrews 


act 
Graydon v Blackpool Gigantic 
Wheel Co act 
Pooler v Grant, Bulcraig& Co act 
Fay v Clarion Newspaper Co ld 


act 
Burford v Burford act & counter- 
claim 


In reShorey Smith v Shorey act 

Hind vy Thompson act 

Baker v Behrens act 

Drinegbier v Wood act &mfj 

In re Griffin Griffin v Griffin act 

— v Australian Mines Agency 

act 

Keynes v Leslie & Cold act 

Hett v Carpenter act 

Babington v Worrall act & counter- 
im 


cla 

In re Wortham Wortham v 
Wortham act (not before May 1) 

Tubeless Pneumatic Tyre, &c ld v 
pny ee Da} Co ld 
act (Birmingham 

Hart v Mattoy act 

Manfield v Rose act & mf j 

In re Evans Jones v Jones adjd 
sumns entered in witness list 

Inre Perry Davis v Volkman act 

Buddv Pullman act 

Dainiler Motor Co,ld v Bowen act 

Hiscott v Carter act 

Hiscott v Short act 

Whiteman v Hambourg act 

Ohancerelle v Ratcliffe act 

Winser & Co, ld v Armstrong & Co 
act 

Richards v Kerby act 

Mathews v Wilmer act (pleadings 
to be delivered 

In re Pickworth Pickworth v 
Pickworth adjd sumns to be 
treated as act for trial 

Maryon v Motum act 

Peter v Godfrey act 

The Windermere Gas, &c, Co v 
Crosthwaite act 

Carter Gear Case Patents Co v 

Elswick Cycles Co, 1d act 

Bew v Bew act 

Abbs v Matheson & Co act set 

a against defts Matheson & 


King v Keen act 
Peters v The Owen Stone Co, ld 


act 
Bovey v Day act 
Williams v The Rhymney Iron Co 
t 


ac 
Pulleyne v Aldous act 
Lord Battersea v Clement’s-inn 1d 





act 
Australian Mines Agency ld v Mc- 


Kay act & mf j (transferred 
from North J) 

White v Briley act 

Hannan v Murgatroyd act 

Reid v Houldsworth act 

Tweedale v Ashworth act 

In re Mackey Davison v Turner 
act 


Emmerson & Sons v North act 

Tomlinson v Sandford & Willett 
act 

W Edge & Sons ld v Gallon & Son 
act (pleadings to be delivered) 

Fowke v Haynes act 

Russell v Clare Estate Syndicate ld 


act 
Gisborne v Licensed: Trade Pro- 
tectorate ld act 
Lord Royston v Turkish Regie 
rt Cold act 
The Gresham Life Assce ad ldv 


Ranger Trading, &c ac’ 

Greenwood v The Leather Shod 
Wheel Cold act 

Fitch v Barry act 

The Golden Cross ld vSinclair act 
(not before July 1) 

Teale v The 165th Starr-Bowkett 
Building Soc act 

Oxenden v Phipson act 

Vinall v Dendy act & counter 
claim 


Lyon v Close act 
Salton v New Beeston Cycle Co ld 


act 
The Saccharin Corpn ld v Fahlberg 


act 
J Cleave & Son ld v Herbert & Co | P. 


act 

McDiarmid v Barrett act 

In re Denys Askew v Montague 
act 


In re the Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1890, 
and In re the Victoria Reef Gold 
Mines ld motn entered in Wit- 


ness List 

British Motor Syndicate ld v An- 
drew & Cold act 

Fisher v Powell act 

Gutteridge v Pneumatic Brake Co 
- Ra ey Brake Co ld v 

ut act 

Bebro v MacOullum act 

Hope v Walter act 

Allen v Porter act 

Fache v Whetham act 

Saunders v Allen & Son act 

Stevens v Santley act 

Horton v Horton act 

Fleming v Brady act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and oe Summonees. 
In re Cuth Cuthbert v Outh- 


of defts (restored 
In re Wright De Chair v Garnett 
adj sumns ey 
Bailey v Bullock m f j (short) 
Nixon v Tasker m f j (short) 


dated Feb 24 and Ap 
pt hd 
In re Brown Barbesv Rolls adjd 
I nyo & Cooksey’s Contract, 
n re y’s 
Hudson ¥ The Chatteris Engineer 
a nv 
ing Works Co motn for judgt 
The Grand Junction Water Works 
Cov The Hampton Urban Dis- 
trict Council t of law set 
5, 1898 
District 
be mised b eotas do ~ 
Ww y set down 
by order, Moreh 18, 1808 
In re The Halifax Commercial Bank 
& Wood & V & P Act, 1874 adjd 





sumns 
Baring Gould v Sharkington Com- 
tion Act, 1880 "adjé sumne 





Levy vStogdon adjd sumns 


Farther Considerations. 
In re Jones Parker v “ethbridge 
fur con adjd from Chambers 
Roselaar v Abrahams 


far con & 
adjd sumns 
In re Buxton Buxtun v Buxton 
fur con 
In re Cooper Alpe v Robson 2nd 
fur con 


ee 


Before Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Taylor v Morris act 
Watkins v Cronmire act without 


Blew-Jones v Cook act 
Cooper v Floate act 

T v Bates act : 

Zum v Briggs ac 

Bissekerv Nurcombe act and m f j 
Purcell v Chinnock act (not before 


sal Cvolgardie Mint & 
v 

Gold Mines ld (in 

liquidation) act 

Brocklebank v Shepherd, the 


younger act 
Bywaters v Wilde act & m fj 
oodd v Mint & Iron 
King Gold ld act 
Donn v Gowrvitch act & counter- 


errins v Bellamy act & question 
of liability of 3rd rt (set 
down by — N T Foster & 
anr, 3rd parties 
Fitch -&, = ae Yacht Build- 
The Kastner Kellner Alkali Co, ld v 
ca renne es 
ac! ‘ 


Adams —— = oat 
Peron v Burney, ounger 
The Checkheavsn Urban’ District 


Council v Firth act 
The Guthrie Hall Co, 1d v Gamage 
act 


Bewsher v H act 
Field v J act (transferred 
from Bedford County Court) 


Cummins v Perkins & Co act 
Watt v The Joint Stock Institute, 


ld act 
Edwardsv Thomas act 
Wood v T act & 
snumus in Wood v Thompson 
rder 


Sinclair v Melia act & counter- 


atin 
Joicey- Joicey-Cecil special 
chen (ent down by order) 
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Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Lilley Catt v Fowke adjd 


sumns 

In re Louis Gurney v Gurney 
adjd sumns 

In re Waylett Cashmore v Jellicoe 
adjd sumns 

In re Plews Plews v Plews adjd 
sumns 





Before Mr. Justice Romer. 
, Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
Coleman v North act 
Wilkins & Denton v Cruley act 
Duke v Bayly act 
Burlinson v Spry act 
Cowen v Truefitt, ld act 
Mackney v Oakes act 
Barrett v Barbeau act & counter- 


c 

Strangwayes v Read act 

Morgan v Lord Gort act 

In re The Companies Acts, 1862 to 
1890, and In re Miller & Co, 
Margarine, ld motn entered in 
witness list 

Vernon v Billson act 

Seddon v Pakeman act 

Waller v Outhwaite act 

Heaton v Priestman act 

ton v Cox act 

In re The Mines Acquisition, &c, 

Co, 1d Clement v Mines, Xc, ld 


act 

Levy v Sawer act 

Friary, Holroyd’s, & Healy’s 
Breweries, ld v Singleton act 

The Carter Gear Case Patents Co 
vSander act 

Toms v Clacton Urban District 
Council act without pleadings 
(first witness day) 

In re Brown Inre Tilley Button 
v Taylor act 

In re Wicken Wicken v Few act 
&mfj 

Starkey v Jonds act 

Baker v Brooks act 

Wanton v Coppard act 

Smeeton v Styer act 

Shuter v Godwin act 

Hughes v Smith act 

Oliver v Hinton act 

King v Mendham 
pleadings 

Mills v Allen act 

Hobbs v Allen act 
order) 

Moon v Waterlow Bros & Layton 
ld act 

In re Welsford Welsford v Wels- 
ford act 

Economides v Morris act 

Marsh v Moody act 

Bouchette v Ballard act 

In re Ball Ball v Ball act 

Rogers v Hale act & counter-claim 

Bryant v Glover act 

Day v Singleton act (transferred 
from North, J) 

Hayward v Tolhurst act 

— m v Moody act & counter- 


act without 


(advanced by 


c 

McCulloch v Chantry act 

Pyke vGrafton Galleries, ld act 

Mountain v Kidd act 

Hayes v New Incandescent, &c, 
Gas Cold act 

— & Co v Fletcher Bros 
ac 

Hadley v Corpn of Worcester act 

Brooke v Higgs act 

In re Crompton & Shawcross ld & 
Co’s Act, 1862 \ExpteG Ratcliffe) 
motn set down in Witness List 

Tn "4 Parker Maughan v Clark 
ac 

Lazenby v Clinton act & mf j 

Martin v Macarthy act 

Shaw v Goldsbro act 

Smith v Rothman act without 
pleadings 





re Trade Marks, Nos 189,368, | and Ry 


193,011 and 193,012, class 45, of 
F & J Smith, &c motn entered 
in Witness List to come on with 


act 

Warburg, Dymond, & Co v Scott 
& Co ld act 

Apostoloff v The Apostoloff Auto- 
matic Telephone, &c ld _ act 

In re The Gutta Percha Corpn ld & 
Co’s Act, 1862 motn entered in 
Witness List by order 

Paynton & Cold v Snelling, Lam- 
pard, & Cold act 

Philpott v Rudham act 

The East Surrey Water Co v Taylor 


act 

The Sutton District Water Co v 
Taylor act 

Santley v Wilde act 

Molyneux v Bond action 

Vincett v Harrison act 

The Automatic Air Tight Co ld v 
The Hermetically Sealed Jar 
Sydicate ld act 

Gillson vSeiter act without plead- 
ings 

Hart v Murray act 

Smith vJones & Son ld act 

Beardmore v_ Interchangeable 
Automatic Machine Syndicate 
ld act without pleadings 

In re Bartons Bartons v Church 


act 

Lloyd v Thomas act 

Cambridge ld v Hurley act with- 
out pleadings 

Inman Vv Hobbs’ Manufacturing Co 


act 
Marquess of Abergavenny v Fitness 


act 

Adlington v Screach act 

Burgess v Viola act 

Davis v Cycle Manufacturing Tube 
Cold act 

Bostock v Horton act 

Hudson v Kirkhouse act 

Ibbotson Bros ld v Ibbotson act 

Burden v Samber act without 
pleadings 

Earl Temple v Williams act 

Davey v Tayler act 

Hunt v Polkinghorn act 

Searle v Dagg act 

Hoffnung & Cov Salsbury act 

Clanrikarde v Kent Coal, &c Co ld 


act 
Bennett v Attwood act 
Bartholomew v Bartholomew act 
Causes for Trial. 
(Without Witnesses and Adjourned 
Summonses). 

Board of Management of West 
London Schools vy Staines Urban 
District Council act (short) 

In re L Tussaud’s New Exhibition 
ld Brown v Norton adjd smns 

In re G Lock & Co 1d and Co’s Act 
mtn to rectify entered in non- 
witness list (not before June 10) 

Gould v Coaks mtn entered in 
non- witness list 

In re T Smith Hale vy Quin adjd 
sumns 

In re Townsend Townsend vy 
Townsend adjd smns 

In re Whalley Whalley v Bumby 
adjd sumns 

Vernon v Reynolds adjd sumns 

Incandescent Gas Light Co, ld v 
Best Incandescent Gas Share 
Syndicate, ld motn entered in 
non-witness list 

In re Tildesley Tildesley wv Tildes- 
ley adjd sumns 

Fitch vChapman act 

In re Hathway Jones v Ford adjd 
sumns 


Loder v Loder adjd sumns 

In re Ockley & Wares’ Contract & 
V & P Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Wrexham, Mold, &c Ry Co 

Co’s Act adjd sumns 








Pritchett v Atkin m fj (short) 
In re Devon, &c, ld Kingsbury v 
Devon, &c, ld mfj (short) 
In re J Williams, &c adjd sumns 
In re South Australian Petroleum, 
&c, ld Halkett v South Aus- 
tralian, &c,1ld adjd sumns 

In re A Burgis & 10 & 11 Vict c 96 
adjd sums 

In re Baxter 
adjd sums 

In re Morris James v London & 
County Banking Co, ld adjd 
sumns 

In re Davies Matthews v Llewellyn 
adjd sumns 

In re Burleigh Mountford v Tay- 
lor adjd sumns 

In re Hale Hale v Hale adjd 
sumns 

Hoddinott v Biggs adjd sumns 


Baxter v Baxter 


Further Considerations 
Ward v Matthews furcon 
In re Barry Fowler v Brocklebank 
fur con 





Before Mr. Justice Wricurt. 
(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
the Chancery Division.) 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 
Joseph Bull, Sons, & Co, ld (petn 
of M T Shaw & Co) 

Glamorgan Central Permanent 
= Building Soc (petn of the 
Jo) 

Industrial Securities Investment 
Co. ld (petn of E A Hamblyn) 

Bidasoa Ky & Mines, ld (petn of F 
Thorn) 

Woolley Coal Co, ld (petn of York- 
shire Banking Co, 1d) 

Dawe & Co ld (petn of A Wit- 
church) 

Eastern Counties Bacon Factory ld 
(petn of Lalor and Kindersley) 

Otis Steel Co ld (petm of L Relton) 

G & 8 Bracknell ld (petn of The 
Continental Bottle Co) 

South Kent Water Co (petn of J. 
Oakes & Co) 

Pontypridd Improvements Co ld 
(petn of P J Dunn & ors) 

Goodwins, Jardine & Co ld (petn of 
a Industrial and General Trust 
d 


Moore Bros & Cold (petn of Nichol- 
son, Sons, & Daniels) 

Gold Reefs of Western Australia 
ld (petn of G E D Durnford) 

Liberty Consolidated Gold Mines ld 
(petn of C Frey) 

North Borneo Prospecting & Culti- 
vation Syndicate ld (petn of W 
P R Newlands) 

Bonara Italian Steel and Tin Plate 
Manufacturing Cold (petn of G 
O A Sommer) 

Globe Blocks Mining Co ld (scheme 
of arrangement) (petn of C J 
Fauvel and the South African 
and Australian Exploration & 
Development Syndicate ld) 

London & Paris Finance & Explora- 
tion Co, ld (petn of Reservoir 
Hub & Components Co, 1d) 

Wheel Club, ld (petn of H J Grim- 

ad 


wade) 

West Australian Pastoral & Coloni- 
zation Co, 1d (petn of Land Corpn 
of West Australia, 1d) 

Umtoli Gold Reefs Co, ld (petn of 
R G Bagshawe & ors) 

Abercorn Reefs, ld (peta of A Legge 
& ors) 

North Golden Crown, ld (petn of 
White Feather Reward Claim, 1d) 

Oriental Palace of Varieties, ld 
(petu of Shelley & Co, 1d) 

United Kingdom Debenture Bank, 
1d (petn of The Agence Havas) 





South Australian Petroleum Fields, 
ld (petn of J Senior) 

National Co for the Distribution of 
Electricity by Secondary Genera- 
tors, ld (petn of H O Ruelle) 

Ariel Arc Lamp Syndicate ld (petn 
of M J Jones and ors) 

Coolgardie Mint & Iron King Gold 
Mines, ld (petn of A Watters) 

Ryder & Cold (petn of Pfeil & Co) 

African India Rubber, Mahogany & 
Development Co Id (petn of W R 
Horncastle) 

La Compagnie Francaise des An- 
thracites du Pays de Galles (petn 
of Mansel y Vieira 

West Australian Market Trust Id 
(petn of G. F. Rowe) 

Same (petn of H H Gethen) 

Humber Ice & Coal Co, ld (petn of 
J Dawson) 

Industrial Inventions Development 
Co, ld (petn of J W Vickers) 

Worsleys ld (petn of W M Allin) 

Tower Publishing Co ld (petu of 
Morrison & Gibb ld and ors) 

National Stores ld (petn of Anglo- 
American Oil Co ld) 

London & Cripple Creek Reduction 
Corpn ld (petn of H L Daniell) 
Brazilian Syndicate 1d (petn of 
Lancaster Railway Carriage & 

Wagon Co ld) 

Doveston, Davey, Hull & Co (petn 

of Greenock Cabinet Making Co 


1d) 

Princes River Gold Mines ld (petn 
of Cazaux, Dey, & Co) 

Accles ld (petn of Nile’s Tool 
Works Co ld) 

John Day & Co ld (petn of J 
Murphy) 

United Mines Ore Reduction Co ld 
(petn of Bayley’s West Gold 
Mining Cold 

Pentonville Stamping & Engineer- 
ing Co ld (petn of John Wilkin- 
son & Sons) 

New Victoria Mansions Restaurant 
Co ld (petn of T H Carter) 

Arauco Co ld (petn of E Edmond- 
son & ors) 

Mosley Hotel ld 
Dewar & Sons 1d) 

Chancery Division. 

Societe Vinicole de Turquie ld (ptn 
of Co and shareholders to rescind 
resolutions) 

Manhanset Steamship Cold & re- 
duced (ptn of Co) 

Wrexham Market Hall Cold (mem- 
orandum of association—petn of 


(petn of John 


Co 

a & Merionethshire 
Steamship Co ld and reduced 
(petn of &o) 

London Union Land Co ld & re- 
duced (petn of Co) 

Leipzig Crystal Palace Co ld & re- 
duced (petn of Co) 

Leigh Woods Land Co, ld & re- 
duced (petn of Co) 

Swedish Assoc, ld & reduced (petn 
of Co) 


Court Summonses. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Lands Allotment Co ld (taxation 
of bill) 

London and General Bank ld (for 
leave to make a set off) 

Odell 1d (on claim) 

Private Investors’ Asscn,ld (on 


claim) 

Peabody Gold Mining Corpn, 1d (as 
to construction of thirty-ninth 
Article of Association) 

Coolgardie Consolidated Gold Mines 
1d (to vary list of contributories) 

Same (Same) 

Bonara Italian Steel & Tin Plate 


Manufacturing Co ld (for mis- 


feasance) with witnesses 
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Lindsay’s Extended (East) Go'd 
Mines Id (on claim) 

Marble (Moreau Rae) Syndicate ld 
(to reverse decision of Official 
R-ceiver rejecting proof) 

New Travellers’ Chambers 11 (pre- 
liminary objections) 

Same (for stay) 

G G Rutty, ld (to remove liquidator) 

Thrutchley Bros, ld (for misfeasance) 

Moore Bros, ld (for balance order) 

Howard Ship Building Co, ld (as to 
issue of debentures) 

Mountain Ash Steamship Co, ld 
(for balance order) 


Chancery Division. 
Stubber v T Daniel & Co ld (for 


e 

Same v Same (for leave to cross- 
examine) 

Same v Same (declare dividend) 

Same v Same (for discovery) 

Somerset v Land Securities Co, ld 
(for compensation on sale) 

United Empire Trading Co, ld 
Meller v United Empire Trading 
Co, ld (to commit) 





Before Mr. Justice Byrne. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses) 
Transferred by Order, dated May 
5, 1898. 

McLeod v Powers act for trial 

against dft Power (June 28) 
Harward v_ Australian South 
African Gold Exploration Co ld 
act 
Williams vy Wheeler act 
In re Chard Chard v Chard act 
Trustees, Executors & Securities 


Corpn 1d v Deuteche Bank act | 
| Jones v Koral act 


(not before June 16) 

Moran v Raby act 

Vilanova y Domenech v The Olot 
and Gerona Ry Cold act (not 
before June 17) 

In re Willcox Armitage v Pauling 


act 

Bovril ld v Bouillon Fleet ld act 
Same v MacSymons’ Stores ld 
act Same v McBirnie act Same 
vEvans act SamevShaw act 
Same v J P Evans & Co act 
June 13 after pt hd 

Mascias v Anglo-American Con- 
struction Cold act 
June 10) 

Simmance v W Sugg & Co ld act 

Helios Electricitas Actien Geerell- 
echaft v Braulik act 

Darby v London Agency ld _ act 


(not before | 


| Fabriques de Produits Chimiques de 


Delannoy v The Hostalrich Copper | 


Syndicate, ld act 

Edieon United Phonograph Corpn, 
ld v Roberts act (s o for amend- 
ment) 


) 
| Hoskin v J Shoolbred & Co act 











| Roe v Roe act 


Keates v Keates act & counter- 
claim 
Lord Hastings v North-Eastern Ry 


Co act 

Clerical, Medical, & General Life 
Assce Soc v Rogers act & m fj 

Reynolis v Biltcl'ffe act 

Duhamel et Cie v Cunningham Egg 
Fruit Co act 

Harper & Battcock v Lewis act 

Bates v —— act (not before 
July 15 

Ellis v Churley act 

Priestley v Oxlsy act (not before 
June 15) 

Hobbs v Mills act 

Banister v Landon act 

Paynter v Galindez Bros act and 
oo -claim (not before June 


Mayor of Newcastle-on-Tyne v 
Houseman act Same v Francis 
act Same v Jackson act Same 
v Coote act (not before June 21) 

Shurey v Kinnis & Co act 

Cheasley v Cheston act 

Holford v Blaiberg act set down 
by order ( pleadings to be delivered) 

= v White Cliffs Opal Mines, ld 


white Cliffs, &c v Davis act 
(‘ransferred from Q B Division) 

Allen v Pyatt & Co act (6i ming- 
ham D R) 

Huntly-Gordon v Hall act 

Bergteim v Bryan act & mf j 

Nat Prov Bink of England, ja v 
Tominy act 

Inskip v Horwood act 

In re Mallam Mallam v Mallam 
act 

Gompertz (trading, &c) v The 

Credit Reform Assoc act 


Pickstock v Earl act 

Browne v Calnan act 

Becher v Davey act 

Franklin v Lee act 

In re Hale Lilley v Foad adjd 
sumns entered in Witness List 

Meikle vy Card act 

Harvey v Greig action 

Evelyn v. Howard act without 
pleadings (set down by order, 
Dec. 10, 1897) 

In re Cerckel’s Patent, 1896, No 
15,493 & Patents, &c Acts ’petn 
entered in Witness List 


Thann and de Mulhouse v Lafitte 
&Co act 
In re Sinnette’s Patent, No 1,670 of 
oo petn entered in Witness 
ict 





WakNING TO INTENDING House Purcuasers AND Lessegs.—Before pur- 
chasing or rentin, = house, have the Sanitary Arran note thoroughly 
and Reported Upon by an Seat on 

Bros., 65, ’Victoria- street, Westminster. 
(Established 21 years.)--[Apvrt. ] 


Examined, Tes 
particulars. 


Messrs. Carter 
Fee quoted on receipt of full 








WINDING UP NOTICES, 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 10, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep 1m CHANCERY. 
Averconn Reera, Liarrep—Petn for winding up, Dec. 8, will be heard on Friday, June 


17. Wyatt, Digby, & Co., 5 and 6, Clement s-inn, solors for the petner. Notice of 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


ust reach 


Beswick, BraprorD, aNp CLayTon RECREATION Co, Jouzen—Coaliiees are 
or before Monday, July 25, to send their names and 
their debts or claims, to Mr Ernest Etchells, Park View, Seana, Beswick. Sutton, 
Elliott, Turnbull, & Mayne, Manchester, solors to the liquidator 
Butixa & Co (Brisrot), gen Pp are nes. on or before July 9, to send 
and th . particulars of their debts or claim Ernest 


Dames and 
Newton Tribe, Albion chmbrs, Brist 


= ye 


s, to 


Carvivy Catrie Syxpicats, Lontreo—Creditors are required, on or before July 16, 16, to 
send t their names an nd drome, and particulars of their debts or claims, to to Peck td 
Perry, 11, High st, Card 

CeyTRAL Mononerara., co OE ( I Sogeenannent, a are sent, on BA a 
June 27, to sen cir names an resses, and full particulars or ms, 
Leonard D: Dampier, 30 and 31, Clement’s lane 

Comeaoyia Vimsos Faanco-Beres, a ayy for winding up, presented June 7, 
directed to be heard on June 22 Drake & Co, 24, Bod lane, solors for petaers Notics 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the aftern on of 
June 16 


Dickens Custer M wes, Liwireo—Creditors are ave serene’, on or before Aug 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R, C. Power, 
13, Copthall avenue 

Gaeat Tatunoa Gop Mixes, Limrrep nw for windin: presented June 3, directed 
directed to be heard on June 17. tt & Co,5 6, Clement's inn, Strand, solors 
for petner. Notice of appearing must Feach th e casual not later than 6 o’clock in 


the afternoon of June 16 

Hawnan’s Consouipatep Gotp a eee —- —Petn for winding up. presented pump 2. 
directed to be heard on June 17 Co, 5 and 6, Clement’s inn, Strand, sol 
for er. Notice of appearing must = the above-named not Jater than 6 ‘o'clock 
in the afternoon of June 16 

Hanwvay’s Gotven Gaovur, Liarrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim:, to Charles 
Lloyd, 77, Bisho; te st Within. Williams & Neville, Winchester House, Old Broad 
st, solors to the liquidator 

mt Grane Baick asp Terra Corra Co, Lamirep (1x Joemneneen) Coates 

required, on or before July 14, to send their names and addresses, @ particu 

al a their dem nds or claims, to Hall, Son, & Frankland, 1, Queen st, 
solors to the liquidators 

Hostataica Correr Syypicate, Liarrep—Creditors are sausinnt, on or before July 4 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of theie debts or claims, to 
a re Dalgleish, 4, Fenchurch’ st. Dale, Newman, & Hood, Cornhill, solors for 

e liquidator 

La Concorpe anv City on Oe ene ln eg ey Cue Deve torment Co, 
Liw1rep—Creditors are — a ont Oe names and ad- 
dresses, and particulars of their debts w dale, to Edwio Perry and William Powell 
Annear, 6, Drapers’ gardens Dale & Co, 75 and 76, Cornhill, solors to liquidators 

Pavace or Varieties, Liatrep —Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send 
their names and addresses, ulars of their debts or to Edwin Thomas 
Fryer, 85, Gracechurch st Birchalls, st, solors for liquidator 

Potuirzer’s Taavine Syvvicate, “ee are required, on or bafore Aug 31, 
to send their names and addresses, and ulars of their debts and ms, to Julius 


= Moritz, 10, Drapers’ gins Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury circus, solors for the 

iquidator 

Reservoir Aus anv Comrovents Co, Lintrep—Creditors are soeuiet, on or before June 
16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ‘debts or claims, t> 
Arthur Edward Darville, Bevois House, 28, Basinghall st. Dennison & Co, 71, Grace- 
church st, solors for liquidator 

Suseee 8 Prospectixe SywxpicaTe, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 4 27, 

to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to David 

Davies, 140, Leadenhall st 

Srranp Musica Macaztne, Lourep (1x ee Ae ES are > poguient 
before July 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars debts or 
claims, to Percy Helmore, 84, Chancery lane 

Umrott Gop Reers Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, y Stansted te be heard on Friday 
June 17. Wyatt, Digby, & Co, 5 and 6, Clement’s > ‘solors for ted petners Notice o' 
gone must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock io the afternoon of 

une 1 

Uston Jack Gotp Mixine Co, Limrrep (1 net Pp uired, on 

— J ane 25, iy Ty beer a onto _-— a debts or 
ims, to Edwin Perry an iam illiams, 6, Drapers’ gdas. ie, Newman, 

Hood, Cornhill, solors for the liquidators 

Unitep Service Passe, Lge Foe are oe vein’, on or before July 9, to send in 
their names and dresses, a their debts or claims, to Frederick 
William Lord, 60, Watllog st 

WALBROOK SynpicaTR, Limitzp—Creditors are required, on or before June A, *- to send 
their names and addresses, and sastieuiene of their debts. and claims, to 
Sainsbury, Worcester House, Walbrook Stoneham, St Michael’s House, Sorell, solor 


for liquidator 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 14. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIBSBS. 


i 


Limitrep m CHancery. 

Goprrey Gites & Co, Liurrep—Peta for winding up, ited June 11, directed to be 
heard on Wednesday, une 22 65, ’s inn fields, solors for petners 
se appearing must send the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of June 21 

Luity & Litty jqueen— tate oe winding up, presented June 11, directed to be heard 
on June 2% Hickson & Moir, Blomfield’ H New st, solors to 
fF ee plow my NP Ee ott Inter than 6 ofelock in the after. 
noon of June 21 

Loypon anp New Zeacanp Finance Corporatio, gem Spee dae 
pe te ny pecan the particulars of cir ay ion 

Moir, 139, Cannon st 

Mainaxo he Liurrep—Petn for windir ted June 9, directed to be heard 
on June 22. Dennison & Co, 71, ‘Gensechunc rch a, agents for HG G. Tanner, Birmingham, 
solor for getnes. Notice of ing must named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of June 21 

Matiock Tramway Co, Limrrep » et lig) — Gatien papas be ce or —_ 
June 24, to send their names and 
Job Smith, Matlock Bank, Matlock. solor 


es chove-anmallast inter tana’ 6d'deds in eer. 


Piummers Strorss, Limrep (Ex Li ATIO! on or wee 2 A 
1, to send their names pon a en wos, an my particulars of wer teas debts or ‘o 
Willi sm Nicholson 12, Wood Puelps £02 (i icrmanbry, wl he gator 
Tapeayer & Witwiams, Lintrep (In Votuntany Joemndesen Gangs a ig 
on or before Aug 1, to their names and the particulars of thet 


Mr Thomas Chantler Middleton, 29, 
& Co., , Solicitors to the liquidator 
up, directed to be heard 
avenue, solors 
not later than 6 


Usirzp Minzs Ore Repvction C., Lasrtep—Peta for win 
: o renee, June 22 Ashutss ——s — 17, 
or mers. ‘ce sppenet m 
o’clock Prt the afternoon of June ~ 
a 1s CHANCERY. 
ba ~ eee Langs + Buitpine Sociery (1x Taeompazien)— Gniiine are required 
in writing of their claims. Stoneham & Sons, 150, 


150, Fenchurch st, 
po for the linaidators 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Avexaxprs Purianturoric Sick anp Burtat Diviorxe Soctetr, Sutton, Lancs, June 1 
Pezor.e’s £10 Loan Society, Fox and Hound Hotel, , Notts. May 26 





Sutrpuerps Hous Lopes, L.0.A4.8., Cowlinge, May 1 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.-- Fripay, May 20. 
Briacxsvrx, Joux, Colne, Lancs,Gent Juneil7 Schofield v Birtwistle, Registrar, Man- 
chester 


Stuttard, Colne 
Srark, + aa June 24 White v Slark, Stirling, J Wm Slark, Southampton 
tran 


Srarpixe, Aurrep Croxney, High st, Notting hill June 20 Bright v Turner, Stirling, J 
ep! , Finxbury circus 


London Gazette.—Faipay, May 27. 
Brewster, Exizasers, a York June 30 Johns v de Garston, Kekewich, J 
Kennedy, Clement’s inn, Strand 
London Gasette.—Turspay, May 31. 
Harvey, Gzoncz Hexry, Old Town, Clapham, Grocer June 28 
Btirli g,J Calley, Old Serjeants’ inn 
London Gazetie.—Fatpay, June 3. 


Hixxs, Jony, Station rd, Brixton, Auctioneer June 27 Street vy Hinks, Romer, J Prior 
& Co, Tincoln’s inn fields 


Harvey v Harvey, 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 7. 


Wittams, Ropert, Carnarvon, Builder July1 Williams y Griffiths, Romer, J Lloyd 
Co, Carnarvon 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette,—Fripay, May 20. 
June 29 Watts & Watts, 


Woosnam, Newton, North 


Artes, Strvanos Francis, Folkestone, Revenue Officer 
Folkestone 

Ayprew, Tomas, Tregynon, Montgomery, Farmer June 7 

les 

Batis, Maacaret Exrex, Lowestoft . July 2 Wiltshire & Son, Lowestoft 

Barsen, Henry, Billingegate Market, Fish Salesman July 20 Keene & Co, Seething In 

Beprorp, Wii.14m, Hoyland, York, Hardware Dealer June3 Woodhead, Huddersfield 

Bieycowe, Manrcanret, King’s Lynn, Norfolk June 30 Partridge & Co, Lynn 


rene Apert Norman, Nottingham, Draper June 24 James Sinnott & Son, 


Bowmay, Manaaret, Gateshead June28 Swinburne, Gateshead 


Boyp, Jouy, Exeter June 20 Cowdell, Torquay 
Brown, Isanetia, Townhead, Penrith,Mason June 24 Arnison & Co, Penrith 


Burpgxiy, the Rev Jaues, Coton in the Elms, Derby June 16 Lowe & Auden, Burton 


on 
Cuatreais, Mary Evtzasetn, Hoylake, Cheshire June 30 Davidson & Morriss, Queen 
Victoria st 
Cuanxe, Jonx Cietiayp, Farnworth, nr Bolton June18 Monks, Bolton 


Cooxez, Harererre Evizaveru, St Leonard’s on Sea June 10 Hopgoods & Dowson 
Spring gdns 

Gee Tuomas Janes, Spaldwick, Huntingdon, Merchant June 20 Hunnybun & Sons, 
ion 


untin: 
Corps, Axx, Buckden, Hunts June 30 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 


De Tuaterry, Evoarvo Ricaarp, Genoa, Merchant July 1 Trinder & Co, Cornhill 
Evays, Davip, Brecon June4 D WJ Thomas, Brecon 

Payer, Matiipa, Greenheys, Manchester July 2 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 

Gissixs, Joy, St Edmund’s, Exeter, Sawyer May 23 Dunn & Baker, Exeter 

Grose, Frepgricx, Bermondsey st June 25 Irvine & Borrowman, Hart st, Mark lane 
Haorsrapr, Saran Ann, Kingston upon Hull June 24 Freer Buckton, Hull 
Hacerstapr, Sorma Betsy, Kingston upon Hull June 24 Freer Buckton, Hull 

Hz, Mariipa, Coggeshall, Essex July 1 Surridge, Coggeshall 

Hutsg, Joseen Waitwortn, Salford, Engineer July 16 Slater & Co, Manchester 
Jaques, Jouy, Croydon, Manufacturer July1 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, Gray’s 


Seinen, Aon, South Lambeth June 24 Holmes & Son, Clement's In 

Kinsy, Jauzs, Olton, Warwick, Tailor July 16 mith, Birmingham 

Lawsox, Jonx Norma, Liverpool July 18 Harrison & Burton, Liverpool 

Laweox, Mary, Liverpool July 18 Harrison & Burton, Liverpool 

Lat, Evsza®eru Axy, Grimsby June3 Brown & Sons, Gt Grimsby 

McWarxxiz, Henny, Stone, Stafford, Plumber June 21 Birch, Stone 

Mantix, Jessiz, Ulverston, Lancs July7 Miller & Co, Liverpool 

Masor, Grorcr, Brixton, Beershop Keeper June 20 Grant & Co, Strand 

Masses, Saves, Mossley, Lancs, Cotton Spinner Jun@ 20 Addleshaw & Co, Man- 


Martcatre, Jaxe, Camden Town July 10 Thompson & Groom, Raymond bldgs 
Miuzr, James, Ashill, Norfolk June30 J&J Milligan, Edinburgh 


Monisoy, Aztuvr Durr, Durrington Manor, nr Worthi i 
ot Whe g r,nr Worthing June 25 Angove & Bromwich, 
Moruayp, Lady Auice Mavp, Brighton July1 Drake & Lee, Lewes. 


Newrox, Jouy, Harrogate, York June 24 Buckby, Leicester 


Ovarweo, Crantes Frepenicx Gottrrirp, Dashwood House July 10 Goldberg & Co, 


Power, Many, Earl’s Court June17 Hunter & Haynes, New eq, Lincoln’s inn 

Quarx, Sir Ricnanp, Harley st, MD,F RS June30 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ricwarps, Exizanera Aws, Fishguard, Pembroke June 24 Tombs, Fishguard 
Buopss, Gronce, Fenton, Staffs, Licensed Victualler June 14 Boulton, Burslem 
Ruopzs, Taouas Kezwino, Hanley, Staffs, Innkeeper June 14 Boulton, Burslem 
Rosgnts, Exizaseru, Liverpool June 30 Stephenson, Liverpool 

Russet, Exizapetu, Chelmsford, Licensed Victualler June 30 Tijou, Stratford 





Stesmay, Rose Emma, Sithney, Cornwall Junel Clifford & Co, Finsbury pavement 

Syarru, Joun, Leicester July 1 Harvey & Clarke, Leicester 

Strerxeysox, Tuomas, Torrisholme, Lancs, Wheelwright Junel Saul, Lancaster 

Srvart, Wiix1aM, jun, North Kensington June 21 Hill & Co, Glasgow 

Tanto, Gezorct, Brabourne, Kent, Farmer Junel Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 

Ter.ey, Joun Henny, Thornbury, York, Wool Merchant June 16 Beld»n & Ackroyd, 

Gade Rosert, Southdown, Norfolk, Dairyman June 22 G & C F Lucas, Gt 

Sinton Gee Prosser, Leicester, Civil Engineer June 30 Astley Roberts, Circus 

ae... RN Swansea June22 Moy & Co, Swansea 

Vornpercer, Faanx, Lee, Kent June 20 Finch & Turner, Cannon st 

Wane, Joun Pars, Norwich, Woollen Draper July1 Clabburn, Norwich 

Wess, Hensert, Philpotin June 30 Crouch & Co, Lawrence In 

Wixsox, Caries, Yoxford, Suffolk, Doctor, and Carotine June 30 Southwell & Fry, 
undham, Suff: 


» olk 
Wegs, _ Rt Rev Monsigor Tuomas, York June15 Hanby Holmes, Barnard Castle, 
ur’ 


London Gazette—TurspaY, May 24. 
Atiex, Mary Axx, Bath July 4 Kent, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Axprews, Tuomas, Tregynon, Farmer June 17 Woosnam, Newtown, North Wales 
Baxser, Atrrep, Brighton, Licensed Victualler July 9 Upperton & Bacon, Brighton 
Bartuo.romew, Witt1am, Maidstone, Builder June 30 Joslen, Maidstone 
Bussemen, Sir Henry, Denmark Hill June 30 Hyde & Co, Ely pl 
Bowes, Epuunp, Oxton, Chester, Rice Broker July 5 Hill & Go, Liverpool 
Boys, Henry, Walsall, Miller June 24 Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Briacs, Tuomas, Quariton, Lancs June2t Fullagar & Hulton, Bolton 


Bromeneap, Eten Crawvorp, Upper Berkeley st June 30 Lake & Lake, New sq, 


n’s inn 
Bavumpy, Ricuarp, Southport June 30 Marriott & Co, Manchester 


Bruce, Jonataan, Healey Batley, York, Rag Merchant June 25 Brearley, Batley 
Cooutt., Harry, Hastings, J P June 30 Blagg & Co, Cheadle 

Co.emay, Eowarp, Foots Cray, Kent June 24 Boorman, Martin’s In 

Coorsr, Jouy, Bishopsgate July1 Nunn & Popham, Leadenhall st 

Crooxs, Henry, Cheltenham June 28 Ticehurst & Sons, Cheltenham 

Dentro, Mary Any, Hastings July 4 Brighten & Lemon, Fenchurch st 

Draycorr, Wituram, North Wingfield, Derby, Farmer July 30 Black & Marshall’ 
a Pontefract June4 Thomas Swales, Pontefract 

Green, James, Cirencester June 24 Haygarth, Cirencester 

Grove, Rosert, Pall Mall July1 H C Coote & Ball, Cursitor st, Chancery In 


a WiturasM Nicuoras, Borough Market, Lighterman June 27 Hogan & Hughes, 
artin’s In 
Harrow, Jouy, Liverpool June15 Evans & Co, Liverpool 


Haves, James, Ponders End, Nurseryman July 1 Stoneham & Sons, Fenchurch st 

Hucnes, Joux, Aberystwyth July1 Davies, Aberystwyth 

Jameson, Mary, Salford, June 30 McDonald, Manchester 

Jounston, Joseru, Brigade Surgeon, St John’s Wood park June 24 Smith, Chancery In 

Jouty, Isasevia, Dalston June 22 Paterson & Co, Bouverie st 

Kyicut, Apranam, Woolwich, Butcher July 8 Duke, Gresham st 

Lxacu, Mixes, Bolton, Beerseller June 30 Finney, Bolton 

Lees, Many Louisa, Bayswater June 30 Wade, Old Jewry 

Macanprew, Mra Acyes Ross, Torquay June 30 Eardley-Holt & Co, Charles st, St 
James’s square : 

Mace, Hsuny, Deptteré, Ironfounder June10 Leach, Halifax 

McWurwn1e, Heyry, Stone, Stafford, Plumber June 21 C Birch, Stone 

Macuty, Isaac, Spanby, Lincoln, Farmer June 30 Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham 

Morzie, Paescorr, Upholland June6é Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

Pexpuesury, Jonny, Leigh, Lancs, Coal Miner June 20 Hope & Garstang, Atherton 

Rarsrrick, Samvet, Brighton June 24 Buckwell, Brighton 

Reomiie, Joun, Spalding, Lincoln June 30 Maples & Son, Spalding 

Repuiiz, Mary, Spalding, Lincoln June 30 Maples & Son, Spalding 


Ricuarps, Witt1am Francis, Pinner, Middlesex, Schoolmaster June 14 Devonshire & 


Co, Fredericks pl - ; 
Rooxer, Estuzr Mary, Lytham, Lancs June30 Murray & Uo, Birchin lane 


Savypers, Captain Taomas Hanny, Hove, Sussex June 24 Fillmer, Brighton 

Suits, Hannan, Birmingham June 24 Docker, Birmingham 

Sreerrect, Lovisa Vitoria, Clifton, nr Bristol June 30 Williams & James, Thames 

a Axx, Clapham Junel8 PB , for Burdett-Cunningham 
& Co, Parliament st 

Sutter, Epwazp, Nottingham June 25 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

Tayton, Gzorce, Nottingham, Engineer June 30 Johnstone & Williams, Nottingham 

Times, Samve., Oxford, Butcher June 24 Mallam & Son, Oxford 

Topp, Jouy, Rochester June 30 Lucas & Bailey, Clifford’s ian, Fleet st 

Topp, Mary, Kochester June 30 Lucas & Bailey, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 

Waksop, Saran Ann, Nottingham June 25 Spencer, Nottingham 

Wi», Saran, Littleborough June 30 Charles Heywood & Co, Manchester 

Woop, Lucy, Madeley, Salop, Nurse Juneé Thorn, Iron Bridge, Shropshire 


Aatt.% Snoh 
6 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Fatvay, Jane 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avams, Witt1am Henay, Madeley, Salop Madeley Pet 
oan 8 toa 4 * ‘ns cin ‘ame 
LLAN ny epperton, Commission Agen 
Auvcourt Pet May 10° Ord dune 7 ” 
ANDRESS, aon lington, Restaurant Proprietor High 
Court Pet June7 Ord June7 
AsusTronc, Srerneyx, Bakewell, Derbyshire, Grocer 
Derby Pet Junes Ord June8s 
Asn, Witu1am Jonny, Exeter, China Dealer Exeter Pet 
June 4 June 4 
Banasrs, Gsorcs, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer 
Nottingham Pet June7 Ord June7 
Bastoy, Aurrep Wivuiam, Bridgwater, Oil Dealer 
Bridgwater Pet June7 Ord June 
Bexttey, Merioe, Goldsmith st, Tie Manufacturer 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord June 7 
Boorn, Ricnaro, Forest Hill, Kent, Solicitor Greenwich 
Pet June 6 Ord Juneé 
Bostock, Witt1am, Oliham, Draper Oldham Pet June 
2 7 ng So June 7 
RETTON, Epwiy, Margate 
bury’ Pet June 8 Ord Supe 8 
Breoxs, Avaustvus Noss, Brislington, Somerset, Butcher 
Pet June7 Ord June7 
Brown, Epwarp, Formby, Lancs, - Manufacturer 
Live owed oh June 8 ‘Ord June 8 


|r ad 3 Manager Canter 


Baown, ton upon Hull, - tee Kingston 
~ea une6 Ord June 6 

CapoGay, ae Tae, Blacksmith Pembroke Dock 
Pet June 7 June 7 

Caws, Samve po Cowes, I of W, Draper Newport 
Pet June 6 e 6 


Cuavcrart, James, Shanklin, I of W, Greengrocer New- 
port Pet June 7 Ord June 7 


Cottier, Jonnx James, and Eowin Hovstay, South Nor- 

manton, Derbys, Plumbers Derby Pet June 6 Ord 
June 6 

Davies, Jouyx, and Tuomas Jonn Davies, Aberaman, 
Aberdare, Grocers Aberdare Pit June 6 Ord June6é 

Davies, Wittiam, Pontardawe, Giam, Saddler Neath 
Pet June7 Ord June7_ 

Bor, Joux, Leeds, Chemist Leeds Pet June 8 Ord 

une 8 

Daymay, Wi.tiam, Chulmleigh, Devon, Carpenter Barn- 
ttaple Pet May 25 Ori June6é 

Dowg.i, Tom, Upton, Somerset, Miller Exeter Pet June 
7 OrdJune7 

Dupwan, Apaauam, Midhurst, Sussex, Farmer Brighton 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 

Dosxcay, Ropenr, Madeley, Salop, Accountant Madeley 
Pet June8 Ord Jun 

Forp, Joux, Worcester, ‘Hoot Factor Worcester Pet Jane 
6 Ord June 6 

Feaycis, Geonae, Newlyn Town, Cornwall, Grocer Truro 
Pet June6 Ord Juneg 

Furnace, A, & Sons, Keswick, Cumberland, Lapidaries 
Cockermouth Pet May 26 Ord June 6 

Gissoy, Wiit1am Grae, Hollingbourne, Kent Maidstone 


Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Gaaincer, Geonce Gisson, Cunberland, Innkeeper Car- 
lisle Ord June 3 

Greene, James Winson, Birkenhead, Furniture Dealer 
Birkenhead Pet June7 Ord June 7 

Hauertoy, Joun Groves, West Brdgiord, Notts, Com- 
mission Agent Nottingham Pet May 24 Ord June 6 

Hazgison, Henay aan, Ipswich, Uphoisterer Ipswich 
Pet June8 Ord June 8 

Hoguey, Eayest Teuat, Hill st, Berkeley > Seouy 
Promoter High Court Pet Junes OrdJ 

Ixwoop, Marton, Gravesend, Cycle Manufacter ochodes 
Pet June6 Ord June 6 

Jerrgics, Lampert Cyaries, Stoke, Ipswich, Butcher's 
Assistant Great Yarmouth Pet Jyne7 Ord June7 

Jongs, ALBert Eowaan, ae, Pawnbroker Hud- 
ersfield Pet June 6 Ord June 6 

Joxzs, Tuomas, Oakham, ur Dudley Dudley Pet May 18 
Ord June 7 

Jornayx, AnTHuR WILLIAM, nr Kent, Builder Roches- 
ter Pet May25 Ord Jun 

Lase, Joun Lampert, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer Leedg 
Pet May6 Ord June6 

Lewis, Witi14y, Swangea, Club Manager Swansea Pet 
dune 6 Ord June 6 

Lows, Samvgt, om AgruvuR Farpgeicx Lowe, Manchester 

Dealer Manchester Pet Juneg Ord Juneé 

MocPuait, Tuomas — Liverpool, Chemical Broker 
Liverpool Pet May19 Ord June7 

Maxuan, Axnie, Leeds Leeds Pet June8 Ord June 8 


Mayraonr, Wittiam, South Kensington, Boot Maker 
High Court Pet June7 Ord June 7 
Lye, Atrreo Josern, Aldershot, General Pruvision 
Merchant Guildford PetJune4 Ord June7 
Nurse, Hanowp, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Tees 7 Ord June7 
= Wiuram, Strand High Court Pet May 13 Ord 
une 8 
Outvaxt, Gxorce, Patcham, Sussex, Farmer Brighton 
May 21 Ord Junp 6 
LEY aay Cox, & Co, 8t Mary axe, General Merchants 
igh Court Pet Junel Ord June 7 
Portes, Faxoxaicx Cairies, Deptfo-d, Kent Greeawich 
Pet June 7 Ord Jute 7 
Bamsuaw, Jouy Wittism Henry, Withernsea, York, 
Jqner Kivgston upon Hull Pet June7 Ord Juhe7 
Byiey, Georark Tomas, Cornwall rd, Brixton hill, Cloth 
Mere ant ~ Court PetJune7 Ord June 7 
Monit; ony, i —~y! Maciiae Dealer Birkenhead 
une 6 2) 
Syatlibvoeur Pe Fareus, vy Marple Ches, Currier Stockport 
June 8 June 8 
SEMAN, JOHN yo gua, Butcher Piymouth 
tJuneé6 Ord June 


Srraurr, Cuargtes Geoncs, Ni Cattle Dealer 
Pet June7 Ord June7 


Warp, — rc Canterbury Pet June7 
Ord June 7 


Watuixe, Epxuvnp, nee. mm Dealer Stockton on 
Tees Pet May27 Ord J 
Wricat, Watrer Srayrorp, , Ecizaseta Waicat, 
Howarp THEOPHILUS Waicut, 
High Court. Pet June 8 Ord June 8 


Amended a ony substituted for that published in o _ 


don Gazette of ae i. ak Se he Am: 
published on the 
ApRrau Hewsay, Kingston uron Hull, S = 
"“turer’ Kingston upon Hull Pet Ord 
May 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ascert, AgTHur ey Cardiff, Grocer June 21 at li 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 
ALLAN, Hewry, Shi 7 bide: Seaatnten Agent June 20 


at ll 
Augen, James Crevonto w Clerk June 
June 18 at 12 Off Ree, 73, Castle se, O Suteebeny 
aurant prietor June 


—, a. peagtes, Dawe 
S34, 


Bank 
au { -4- cage ke 
10.30 Off Rec, 1 


eter 
—- Ae tow, Pablican June 20 at 
Rec, Wi te obmbre, ewport, Mon 

Sem x See aa Goldsmith st, Tie Minufacturer June 
20st12 Bank = Carey st 

Bixninc, Grosas, Contractor June 20 
at 12 65, High st, Merth: 

Brook, Tuomas, ‘Ih y= el June 


17 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Brooxes, Henry Lanaquam, Nether Wet. Oxford, 
iter June 2iati12 1, St, Aldete’s, xford 
oe Noran, and Rosauusp Buck, Rute Bellars, Lei- 
estershire June 17 at 12 Off Rec, 1, ge st, 


Loteeier 

Cotter, Joun Jawes, and Epwis Hovstiry, South Nor- 

a Po Hy oF June 18 at 2.30 Of Ree, 4, Castle 
Park st, Nottingham 
ny Eowarp, Bootle, Lancs, Grocer June 22 at 12 
D Or Rc, 95, Vietoria s date Ca ae" 
AYMAN, Witriau, C Srey ban. ma r June 

18 at 11 Underhill’s Baleey Hotel, Exeter 

Deane, Wiuiam Henry, e, Paluter June 22 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 31, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Dowett, Tom, Upton, erset, Miller June 23 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Fitmrr, Grorae Bupps, Black; Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer June 17 at 11 Off Rec, 14, Chapelst, Preston 

Francis, Georaz, Newlyn Town, Sanval, Grocer June 
8at10 Off Rec, Boscawen st, T 

Furrn, Manx, Sheffield, Saw Grinder June 17 at 2 Off 
Rec, " 


Figtree lane, Shi 
Ginsux, WiLbias, GRAaME, , Kent June 29 
at il Off Reo, 9, st, 
Green, 58, Walton on Thames June 17 at 11.30 24, 
Railway app, London 
GaeesHow, JOHN ys -" Longwood, Huddersfield, 
Mason June 20 at 11 Off Rec, 19, John William st, 


Be Sdersfield 
Wabenot, GrorGE pune, Syston, Leicesters, Baker 
Junel7at3 Off Rec, 1, 


st, Leicester 
Iswoop, Masion, Gravesend, Kent June 27 atil 115, 
High st, 


hester 
Jones, Lae Ricu arp, oxford, Scenic Artist June 17 


1 
68 ahead, Tobac mist June 20 


J PErer oe 
owat 12 Off Ri ms, 9, Victor verpool 
Juns 20 at 10.30 Of 


Jones, #5 
Rec, 


Welrachamgton st, D 

Jorpax, Agruvus WILLIAM, Kent, Builder June 
27 at 11,90 115, ot, ' 

Lows, Vaan 5 , Cum , Greengrocer June 
2 uw 

Hareasee, goue th em Boot Maker 
June 17 : rey 

MzAnowcnors, Acxks Lancaster July Sat 2.30 Off Rec, 
14, 

Ouiyant, Fat ion biden jussex, Sopmee June 17 at 

Rec, Pa bldgs, Brighton 


Parkiy, eo See et toate wansea Ton 18 at 11.30 Of 


Mor Mon, Saddler Ji 
Punxstoxs, Geongs om Newport, pothng “i une 


Ran, 5 Epuuxpo Joun Jaues, e, Kent, Licensed Vi t- 
macy 18 qt 13.90 Of , 73, Castle st, Can- 


Ricey, George Tuomas, Cornwall rd, Brixton hill, Cloth 
Merchant June 17at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rocers, Franx Witiiam, Andover, Woicadet June 22 

at 1.30 Star Hotel, Andover 

Row1anps, Tuomas, Tregaron, Horse Dealer June 18 at 

12.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

eee | Ausear, r Bont pid, Gh Glam, Butcher June 17 

at3 65, Hig 

— A Dave st eel “4 sq June 23 tote 2.34 


y st 
we T, Baral Lancs, 
pe otal, Nicholas-ot, Burkley 
Pleas Fraton ¢ Jn mJ gros Fareham, inte, 
Jane 17 at 3 “Off Rec, Cambridge junction, 
ii ed t, Port-mouth 
Sras, one Joskea Henay, ose nae Livensed 
Victualler June 20at 12 ‘Bankru 9 hg 2) eae 
Suirh, Wittiam Hewey, Castleford Rox Lamond 


June l7atil Off 
Swier, wes refaligld, Uroongoet Iu Tas 20 at 11 
Bankruptc 


HILLIP, Ponthiwoe! 


ord {Pets hme 


Tuomas, Dante. 


June 22at12 65, Hi 


st, Merth yal 


Waren, Gaal eiwitiens a June isatl Of 
Wanp, Jou», Ww. Di June 23 at9 Off Rec, 73, 
Castle st, Canterbury 


SS ea 
8 Kis st, Norwich 
June 22 at 12 


bees se 


arey 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Avamus, Witt1am Hewny, Madeley Madeley Pet June 8 
Ord June 8 


Anvress, Exnst, SEE, Deteaaest Becyeiciee High 
Court Pet June 7 June 7 Derbyshire, Gree 
SPHEN, ° 

Derby Pet June 8 Ord June 8 : 
eae ye iy ’ weeded Dealer Exeter Pet 


Lace Manufacturer 
June June 7 a 


Wittram, es dar = Somerset, 
Bndgwater Pet June7 Ord June7 
Contractor 


Pontyprida 


Bosrock, a Oldham, Draper Oldham Pet JuneT 


Baetrox, Eowrs, ‘Margate, Kent, Newsagenat’s Manager 
Canterbury ‘Pet Junes Junes 

Brooks, ee p eae Somerset, Butcher 

B —y 4 nd by Hull, Fruiterer Ki 

ROWwN, Henry, ingston 

upon Hull Kenpo 6 Ord June 

Capogan, Isaac, Pembroke, Pembroke Dock 

June 7 Ord June 7 


Cnaseuare, Sim, Shanklin, I of W, Greengrocer New~ 
une 
Tailor Birmingham Pet 
Ord June 7 


Daven: Eowanrp, — Iancs, Grocer Liverpool Pet 
D as epee Joux D. Aberdare, Glam, 
Avigs, Jans, Homs8 Joun Davi 
Grovers Aberdare Pet June 6 Ord June 6 
Day ree nate Ty wn, Glam, Saddler Neath 
une 


7 Ord J 
_ sy Leeds, Chemist Leeds Pet Jyuxe & Ord 
une 
Darmay, Wituram, Chulmiei Reve, Carpenteg 
Pet May = 
Deintse, Jutius Apo.py Court rd, Cabinet 
Maker High Court June 6 


dows, 2 _— iller Exeter Pet Jane 
aur, Madeley, , Salop, Accountant Sulop Pet 
Fraxois, Gora pod Towa, Corawall, Grocer Truro 
H et janes Ord Sane °n Birmingham, Hosier 
AIM warp ArgTtaus Txomu 

irmingham Pet May 13. Ord , 
Hanraisoy, 

Pet J 


Duxcas, 
June 


wy Ropeart, Ips 

uneé Ord June oom 

Hooter, Eanest Terau, Hill Rerkelez 
une 8 Ord J 


At. 
et + wpm veseqd ester Pet Juneé6 Ord 
une 


Jerr Cages, 
WAistant “Gt Yarmouth "Pet June€ Ged Jem 


LeaTHEaD, Georce Faeyyina, Surrey, Jour- 
nalist “oe Pet June 1 June 6 


“OM er, Glase Dealges, Muathester Pet June @° Ord Tuna 


pene Axxis, Lesps Leeds Pet June ey June & 
xTHoRP, WILL South Kensington, 
' urt Pet June 7 oni June 7 





8q, Company 


rome, pe Somes “hy pene Deptford Greenwich Pet 


Ree Jouxs Wituiay Hawa, Where, Tor, 
J upon Hull Pet June 7 June 7 
nome a ott’ Eltham, Kent, Greenwich 


Beaune, Jott, Soutnwark st, Solicitor High Court Pet 


Saaw, Ropert Fecxix, Marple, “neersdenen divas Stock- 
port Pet Jane 8 Ord June 


Sirus, Be Jossra Henry, 
Victualler High oa i “eas ‘Getta a 


Sronemay, Seen Be nant, Plymou 
Pet June6 Ord June 
Srautt, Cartes in Cattle gro 


aparinaivecen Pet June 
Fish Dealer Stockton on 


Was eo 


Wap aed seme 


wea, Sa” Beart Eque, Gam, Watchmiker Cyrdiff 
wate 

gine Stones Wasa qt Ont Yate Fo cant tet 
Wun a J Fons" Misciag a Court Pet 
wees Beqamano, New Newent, Glos, Grocer Gloucester Pet 
Waionr, Warren a Grace Evizapera Waiont 


anv Taroraitus Waiaut, George 

Westminster High Court oe aes 
Amended notice substituted in the 
Londen Gancthe of Bay Ste ond far’ amended notice 


published oan 





Venaese Witttam — — 
perintendent June 
Norwich 


armouth, Waterworks 
at 12 Off Reo, 8, 8 King st, | 
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ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Havyuvest, WitisamM Sitas, Cummersdale, nr Carlisle, 
Potato Dealer Carlisle Adjud April29 Annul May 19 


London Gazette.—Turspay, June 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Axers, Wituian, Cardiff, Tea Dea'er Cardiff Pet May 
27 Ord June 9 

Asuroxs, Tuomas Artucr Longton, China Merchant 
Stoke upon Trent Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Baker, Ervest Epwaro, Plymouth, Insurance Agent 
Plymouth Pet JuneS Ord June 9 

Barnxs, Joux, Sheffield, Cattle Dealer Sheffield Pet June 
11 Ord June 11 

Barros, Joszeu Hexny, South Anston, York, Builder 
Sheffield Pet May 17 Ord June9 

Cuester, Gronoe, Birmingham, Laker 
June? Ord June 9 

Crourrox, Moses, Eastney, Bournemouth, Fried Fish 
Merchant fPortsmouth Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Daviss, Jacos, Pontypridd, Quarryman Pontypridd 
Pet June 11 Ord June 11 

Degrre, Tuomas, Bridgend, Tailor Cardiff Pet June 10 
Ord June 10 

Drixcqpier, Ernest, Dover, Fishmonger Canterbury Pet 
April 25 Ord June 9 

Eacuanp, Tuomas Haroun, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield, 
Commercial Traveller Huddersfield Pet June 10 
Ord June 10 

Exatanp, Lucy, Holt, Wilts Bath Pet Ord 
June 10 

Evays, Apganam Lioyp, Bryncethin, Bridgend, Political 
Agent Cardiff PetJune9 Ord June9 

Evays, Stanizy, Northampton, Engineer Northampton 
Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Frave.t, Aisert Hexry, Halesowen, Worcester, Insur- 
ance Agent Stourbridge Pet June7 Ord June 7 

Froox, Muses James, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer Wells 
Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Fusse.t, Grorce Wittiam, Weymouth, Draper Dor- 
chester Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Garnett, Witiiam, and Recinatp Jerreries GARNETT, 
Wolverbampton, Drapers Wolverhampton Pet June 
11 Ord June 11 

Gopparp, Eowarp, West Chapel st, Mayfair High Court 
Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Hayman, Jous Groarar, Cardiff, Grocer 
11 Ord June 8 

Heainpotrom, Emma, Stalybridge, Undertaker Ashton 
under Lyne Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Hotues, Mary Ayy, Leominster, Cabinet Maker Leo- 
minster Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Hoyuiz, Artruvur, Normanton, Fruiterer Wakefield Pet 
Junell Ord June 11 

Hveues, Curistorner Cooxe, Waleall, 
Walsall Pet June2 Ord June 2 

Inevanp, Rosert, and WitiraM Bett, Blackburn, Leather 
Dealers Blacburn Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Lees, Wittiam Henry, Stockport, Drysalter 
Pet May 31 Ord June 10 

Macistyre, Axcuinatp, Worthing, Articled Clerk 
Brighton Ord May 27 

Martix, Captain Eaxest Sraxtey, New Broad st, 
Company Promoter High Court Pet May 19 Ord 
June 11 

Mertox, J 8, St. Martin’s ct. Leicester sq, Solicitor 
High Court Pet March17 Ord June 11 

Moorg, Tuomas, Chelsea, Irtonmonger High Court Pet 
June9 O:d June 9 

Morzis, Frrperick Grorcr, Northampton, Boot Manufac- 
turer Northampton Pet June9 Ord June9 

Monrnzis, Gronor, Newmarket, Eteeplechase Jockey Cam- 
bridge PetJunell Ord June 11 

Newicx, A.rrep, Bedminster, Oilman Pet 
June ll Ord;June 11 

Nicxo.s, R P, Putney Wandsworth Pet May 20 Ord 
June 9 

Normantox, Witttam, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Greengrocer 
Halifax Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Perxiss, Eowix Bexsamix, South Tottenham, Commer- 
cial Clak Edmonton Pet June9 O:;d June 9 

Porrer, Exne3r, Bradford, Wool Merchant Bradford 
Pet June1l Ord June 1l 

Ramwe i, Tuomas, Chorley, Lancs, Wheelwright Bolton 
Pet June9 Ord June9 

Saunpers, Wittiam, Tonbridge, Builder Tunbridge Wells 
Pet May 26 Ord June 9 

Suitn, Joun Anstey, Stapleton, Bristol Bristol 
10 Ord June 10 

Sreepsax, Racnet, Southwark High Court Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 

Sreery, Tuomas James, Harwich, Essex,Grocer Colcher- 
ter Pet Juneil Ord June ll 

Stock, Cuar.es, Pontycymmer, Glam Cardiff Pet June 

Ord June 9 

Taxpot, Epwarp Cuarves, Forest Hill, Kent 
Pet Jone 10 Ord June 10 

Waca, Taomas, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Coal Miner 
Nottingham Pet June11 O1d June i1 

Wanrsex, Grorcs Hexry, Newport Pagnell, Bucks, 
Butcher Northampton Pet June il Ord June 11 

Wenster, James, Blackburn Blackburn Pet May 23 
Ord June 8 

Wixxinsox, Daxizt, Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper 

i upon Hull P.t June 10 Ord June 10 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avaus, Witu1am Henry, Madeley, Salop, Butcher June 
21 at 11.30 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 

Armustrose, Sternex, Bakewell, , Grocer June 22 

Off Rec, 40, 8t Mary’s gate, Derby 

Baxer, Ernsest Epvwarp, Plymouth, Insurance Agent 
June 21 at 11.30 6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 

Baxer. Hexry, Brook,Ilof W June 23 at 11.30 19, Quay 
st, Newport, I of W 


Birmingham Pet 


June 10 


Cardiff Pet May 


Pattern Maker 


Stockport 


Bristol 


Pet June 


Greenwich 








Bersiey, Witt1am, Wappenham, Northampton, Auction- 
eer June 22 at 12.30 County Court bids, Sheep st, 
Northampton 

Bennett, Henry James, 
June 25 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st. Truro 

Buiascnett, WitiiaM Ernest, Wilton, Wilts, Cycle Dealer 
June 2lat12 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, Salis- 


Camborne, Cornwall, Farmer 


bur 

Bonp, Wassest Epcar, Rushden, Northamptons, Coach- 
builder June 22 at 1 County Court b!dgs, Sheep st, 
Northampton 

Brerrox, Epwis, Margate, Newsagent’s Manager June 
23at9.15 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Brooks, Avavetrus Nostez, Brislington, Somerset, Butcher 
June 22 at 1230 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Carpenter, James Cuevercey, Cardiff June 23 at11 Off 
Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Cuatcrart, James, Shanklin, I W, Greengrocer June 23 
at1l 19, Quay st, Newport, I W 

Conex, Davin, Birmingham, Tailor June23at11 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Cory, Wavrer Bryayt, Truro, Corn Merchant June 25 
at2 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Cox, Cuarces Samvet, and Eowarp Camppeit, St Mary 
axe, General Merchants June 24 at 230 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st . 1 

Dowett, James, Prestatyn, Flints, Builder June 21 at 
3.45 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Daixcoster, Exvxest, Dover, Fishmonger June 25 at 12 
Off Ree, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Duscan, Ropert, Madeley, Salop, Accountant July 6 at 
12.30 County Court Office, Madeley 

Fixtay, Jonn Ropert, Bishop Auckland, General Dealer 
June 22at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Gomersa.y, Mavaice, Hunslet, Fish Salesman June 22 at 
11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Graincer, Grorcs Gissoy, Hesket New Market, Cumber- 
land, Innkeeper June 22 at1 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 
Carlisle 

Greens, James Wiysoy, Birkenhead, Furniture Dealer 
June 24at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Grirritn, Taomas, Llanengrad, Anglesey, Contractor 
June 22 at 12.15 Ship Hotel, Bangor 

Harrison, Hexsy Rosert, Ipswich, Upholsterer 
2i1at2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Hiaes, Exvrzasetu, Clifton, Bristol June 22 at 12 
Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Hizyarp, Artavr, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer June 
24 at 11 Chamber of Commerce bldgs, 53, George st, 
Luton 

Houmes, Mary Any, Leominster, Cabinet Maker June 23 
at 10 4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Hu.se, Hewxry, Winsford, Cheshire, Builder June 24 at 
11 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Keyse.t, Toomas, Clapham Junction, Grocer June 21 at 
11.30 24, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Kise, Atyaep, and Abert Jouns Weraere.t, East Stour, 
Dorsets, Millers, & June 21 at 1 Off Rec, City 
chmbrsa, Endless st, Salisbury 

LeaTHERDALE, GerorGe Fenninc, Merton, Surrey, 
Journalist June 21 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 


June 


Of 


tdge 

bine James, Pokesdown, Hants July 13at11 Ante- 
lope Hotel, Poole 

Marti, Captain Ernest Stantey, Broad st av, Company 
Promoter June 22 at 230 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
Ss 

Martuews, Atrrep Gipzox, Westbourne, Hants, Draper’s 
Assistant July 13 at 10.30 Antelope Hotel, Poole 

Matruews, Hersext, Pokesdown, Hants July 13 at 11.30 
Antelope Hotel, Poole 

Menron, J 8, Martin’s ct, Leicester sq, Solicitor June 21 
at 2.30 Bankrupt+y bldgs, Carey st ° 

Moore, Tuomas, Chelsea, Ironmonger June 21 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldrs, Carey st 

Moris, Georce, Newmarket, Ste2plechase Jockey June 
22 at10 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Normanton, Wittiam, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Greengrocer 
June 27 at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Oares, Witiam, Strand June 21 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

Ostier, AtrreD Grorce, 
Fruiterer July13at10 Antelope Hotel, Poole 

Parr, Taomas, Little Budworth, nr Tarporley, Licensed 
Victualler June 24at12 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Porter, Freperick Cxarvrs, Deptford, Public house 
Manager June 21 at 2.30 24, Railway app, London 
Bridge 

heolvink, Tuomas, Chorley, Wheelwright June 23 at 11 
16, Wood st, Bolton : 

Reeve, Atrrep, King’s Heath, Birmingham, Corn Mer- 
chant June 22 at 12 174, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 2 

Sapuer, Jons, Birkenhead, Sewing Machiae Dealer June 
22at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Suitn, Jonx Aystey, Stapleton, Bristol June 22 at1 Off 
Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Srovemay, Joayw Dusant, Plymouth, Butcher June 21 at 
11 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Srautg, CaarLes Grorce, Nottingham, Cattle Dealer 
June 21 at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


Upper Parkstone, Dorsets 


ham 

Summesnitt, Taomas Heyry, Rhyl, Flints, Surgeon June 
2lat3 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Tuomas, Jony, Shurdington, nr Cheltenham, Beerhouse 
Keeper June 30at11 County Court bidgs, Chelten- 
ham 

Txoncer, Gitpert, Harborne, Staffs, Chemist June 22 at 
11 174, Corporation st, Birming 

Tuorpr, Josern Hexay, Shelley, York, Journeyman Tailor 
June 22 at11 Off Rec, 19, John William st, Hudders- 
field 

Wesster, Matrnew Henny, Pudsey, Yorks, Regnier 
June 22 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, B ) 

Witimor, Frank, Birmingham, Builder June 24 at 11 
174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Atay, Hexry, Shepperton, Commission Agent High 

Court Pet May 10 Ord June 11 





Astrnon, Taomas Artuvur, Longton, China Merchant 
Stoke upon Trent Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Baker, Ernest Epwarv, Plymouth, Iosurance Agen 
Plymouth Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Barnes, Jouy, Sheffield, Cattle Dealer Sheffield Pe 
Junell Ord June 11 

Cox, Cnarvces Samurt, and Epwarp Camppe ty, St. Ma 
axe, General Merchants High Court Pet June 
Ord June 10 

Crompton, Moses, Winton, Bournemouth, Fried Fi 
Merchant Portsmouth Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

Daviss, Jacos, Pontypridd, Quarryman Pontypridd Pef) 
June 11 Ord June 11 

Daere, Tuomas, Bridgend, Glam, Tailor Cardiff Pef 
June10 Ord June 10 

Dupmay, Asrauam, Midhurst, Sussex, Farmer Brightog 
Pet June8 Ord June 10 : 

Evxotano, Tuomas Hateu, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield 
Commercial Traveller Huddersfield Pet June 1¢) 
Ord June 10 

Exotaxp, Lucy, Holt, Wilts Bath Pet June 10 O 
June 10 § 

Erskine, Atpany Mar Srvart, Piccadilly High Court 
Pet Mari Ord June 11 4 

Eesxine, James Francis Harry Sr Crain, Eart o 
Rossiyy, 8t James’s sq High Court Pet Novll O 

une 8 

Fravert, Apert Henry, Halesowen, nr Worcester 
Stourbridge Pet June7 Ord June7 

Fusse.tt, Georcs WittiamM, Weymoutb, Draper Da 
chester Pet June 9 Ord June 10 

Gispess, E Miuprep, Farnborough High Court Pet M 
81 Ord June 10 

Gopparp, Epwarp, West Chapel st, Mayfair High Cou 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Greens, James Winson, Birkenhead, Furniture Dealer 
Birkenhead Pet June7 Ord June 9 

Greer, ALEXANDER, Newton, Manchester 
Ord June 11 

Haart, Sizpert Cotpury, and Cuartes Eowarp Fow.s 
Holland Park avue, Auctioneers High Court Pet Fee 
17 Ord June 10 

Heaissorrom, Emma, Staybridge, Chester, Uadertake 
Ashton under Lyne Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Herzperc, Epwarp, Lombard st, Merchant High Ov 
Pet Jan10 Ord June 8 

Hittyarp, Artavur, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Many 
facturer Luton Pet June4 Ord June 11 

Hoye, Arruvur, Normanton, Yorks, Fruiterer Wakefiel 
Pet Junell Ord June 11 

Treranp, Ropert, and Witi1AM Bewt, Blackburn, Leathe 
Dealers Blackburn Pet June9 Ord June 9 : 

Jones, Atpert Epwarp, Huddersfield, Pawnbroke 
Huddersfield Pet June6 Ord June7 

Jongs, Tuomas, Oakham, nr Dudley Dudley Pet May 
Ord June 9 

Jorvan, Arruur Wit.1Am, Strood, Kent, Build-r Roch 
ter PetMay 25 Ord June 10 

Koprennacen, Leon, Queen st, Cheapside, Tubacconii 
High Court Pet May 28 Ord June 11 

Lewis, Witi1amM, Swansea, Club Manager Swansea 
June6 Ord June 8 

Martix, Watter Tout, Gt Winchester st High 
Pet May5 Ord June8 

Makrtiy, ILLIAM Henry, Wallis Down, Dorset, Ba 
Poole Pet May16 Ord June 10 

Morris, Freperick Georcre, Northampton, Boot } 
facturer Northampton Pet June7 Ord June 10 

Morais, Gzorce, Newmarket, Steeplechase Jockey Ca 
bridge Pet June10 Ord June 11 

Normanton, Wituiam, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Gre 
grocer Halifax Pet June10 Ord June 10 

Oates, Wittiam, East Dulwich High Court Pet May 
Ord June 10 

Perkins, Epwin Bexvamix, South Tottenham, Comme 
Clerk Edmonton Pet June9 Ord Juney 

P.rer Grorcs, Kensington, Wardrobe Dealer H 
Court Pet May3 Ord June9 

Porter, Ernest, Bradford, Wool Merchant Bradfa 
Pet June1l Ord June 11 ’ 

Ramsay, Witttam Davin, Westbourne pk High Co 
Pet April19 Ord June 11 

Ramwett, Tuomas, Horwich, Lancs, Wheelwiight Bol 
Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Sreepman, Racuex, Southwark, Egg Dealer High Co 
Pet June 11 Ord Junell 

Srerry, Tuomas James, Harwich, Essex, Grocer © 
chester Pet June1l Ord June 11 ' 

Srocx, Cuartes, Pontycymmer, Glam Cardiff Pet J 


9 Ord June 9 

Tuoxcenr, Gituext, Harborne, Staffs, Chemist Birmi 
ham Pet May9 Ord June il 

Von Merex, Emit Frrepricu Jucius Honparr 
anpER, Finchley, Warehouseman High Court 
May 23 Ord June 10 

Wacs, Tuomas, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Coal 
Nottingham Pet Junelt Ord June 11 

Warren, Georce Henry. Pagnell, Bue 
Butch Northampt Pet June it Ord June it 

Wessrer, James, Blackburn Blackburn Pet May 
Ord June 8 

Wivxixson, Davie, Kingston upon Hull, Cowke 
Kingston upon Hull PetJune10 Ord June 10 

Womack, Georcre, Grimethorpe, nr Barnsley, 
Barnsley Pet May2 Ord June 9 


Manches! 


Newport 
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